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1o EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Dover Landfill site (New York ID No. 314066, EPA ID No. New) is an inactive 

landfill, approximately 5 acres in size, located on Pleasant Ridge Road, Town 

of Dover, Dutchess County, New York. The site is located on private property 

owned by Leo and Helen Mostachetti. 

The landfill began operation in 1943-1945, receiving only residential waste 

from the Village of Wingdale. More recently, the landfill was leased and 

operated by the Town of Dover. The annual quantity of solid waste received at 

the site was estimated at 4,500 tons, almost all of which was residential. A 

small quantity of commercial waste was accepted, however, no industrial waste 

was permitted to be disposed of at the landfill. A shipment of hospital waste 

was disposed of at the site in 1982, though a radiological search resulted in 

no findings. There is no documentation of hazardous waste disposal at the 

Dover Landfill, and no data is available to evaluate the status of potential 

contaminant transport routes. 

The preliminary HRS scores for the Dover Landfill are as follows: Migration 

Score (SJJ) = 0; Direct Contact Score (Spc) =0. The low Migration Score is due 

to the lack of information pertaining to the presence of hazardous wastes at 

the site. The maximum potential migration score that can be estimated, 

assuming detection of a release of toxic and persistent compound to ground 

water and to surface water, is 27.53. 
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It 1B recommended that a Phase II program be conducted at the site if a deter­

mination of surface and ground-water quality is desired. The site has not been 

properly closed and leachate stains have been observed at the perimeter of the 

landfill. The proposed Phase II study includes the installation of three pairs 

of test borings/observation wells, and the collection and analysis of ground­

water, surface water, leachate, and sediment samples. The total estimated cost 

to complete the Phase II investigation is $79,765. 
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Site Coordinates: 

Latitude: 41° 39' 00" 
Longitude: 73° 34' 00" 

& 
DOVER LANDFILL 

Figure 1—1. Locator map (Base map: NYSDOT. 1977 edition. 
7.5-Minute Series Topographic. 
Scale 1:24,000).» 

DOVER PLABNS QUAD. 



Figure 1-2. Site sketch. Dover Landfill site, 16 January 1985. (Not to scale.) 



2. PURPOSE 

The Dover Landfill was listed on the New York State Registry of Inactive 

Hazardous Hastes Sites simply because it is an inactive landfill. 

The goal of the Phase 1 investigation of this site was to: (1) obtain 

available records on the site history from state, federal, county, and local 

agencies; (2) obtain information on site topography, geology, local surface 

water and ground-water use, previous contamination assessments, and local 

demographics; (3) interview site owners, operators, and other groups or 

individuals knowledgeable of site operations; (4) conduct a site inspection to 

observe current conditions; and (5) prepare a Phase I report. The Phase I 

report includes a preliminary Hazard Ranking Score (HRS), an assessment of the 

available information, and a recommended work plan for Phase 11 studies if 

warranted. Phase 11 studies are suggested if sampling and analyses will better 

support the HRS and possibly result in a higher score. 
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3. SCOPE OF WORK 

The Phase I investigation of the Dover Landfill involved a site inspection by 

EA Science and Technology, as well as record searches and interviews. The 

following agencies or individuals were contacted: 

Contact Information Received 

Mr. Leo Mostachetti Interview 
Site Owner 
Mountain Road 
Wingdale, New York 12594 
(914) 832-6146 

Mr. Richard Rennia 
Member, Town of Dover Board 
Pleasant Ridge Road 
Wingdale, New York 12594 
(914) 877-37 10 

Mr. William Sullivan, P.E. In-place toxics file 
Senior Sanitary Engineer 
New York State Department 

of Environmental Conservation 
21 South Putt Corners Road 
New Paltz, New York 12561 
(914) 255-5453 

Mr. Jack Hill Site file 
Director of Environmental Health 
Dutchess County Health Department 
County Office Building 
22 Market Place 
Poughkeepsie, New York 12601 
(914) 431-2044 

Mr. Charlie Shaw Site file 
Dutchess County Environmental 

Management Council 
Route 44 
Millbrook, New York 12545 
(914) 677-3488 

Participated in 
Site Inspection 
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Contact Information Received 

Mr. Louis A. Evans, Atfy. Ho file/information 
New York State Department of 

Environmental Conservation 
202 Mamaroneck Avenue 
White Plains, Hew York 10601-5381 
(914) 761-6660 

Mr. Marsden Chen, P.E. Ho file/information 
Hew York State Department of 

Environmental Conservation 
Bureau of Site Control 
50 Wolf Road 
Albany, Hew York 12233-0001 
(518) 457-0639 

Mr. Kevin Walter, P.E. Ho file/information 
Hew York State Department of 

Environmental Conservation 
Division of Hazardous Waste Enforcement 
50 Wolf Road 
Albany, New York 12233-0001 
(518) 457-5637 

Mr. John Iannotti, P.E. No file/information 
Hew York State Department of 

Environmental Conservation 
Bureau of Remedial Action 
50 Wolf Road 
Albany, Hew York 12233-0001 
(518) 457-5637 

Mr. Earl Barcomb, P.E. Site file 
New York State Department of 

Environmental Conservation 
Landfill Operations 
Vatrano Road 
Albany, New York 12205 
(518) 457-2051 

Mr. Peter Skinner, P.E. No file/information 
New York State Attorney 

General's Office 
Room 221 
Justice Building 
Albany, Hew York 12224 
(518) 474-2432 
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Information Received 

Mr. Ron Tramontane/Mr. Charlie Hudson Ho file/information 
Bureau of Toxic Substance Assessment 
New York State Department of Health 
Empire State Plaza 
Corning Tower Building 
Albany, New York 12237 
(518) 473-8427 

Mr. James Covey, P.E. 
New York State Department of Health 
Empire State Plaza 
Coming Tower Building 
Albany, New York 12237 
(518) 473-4637 

Mr. Alvin Reilley No file/information 
New York State Department of Health 
Regional Director of PH Engineering 
145 Huguenot Street 
Fifth Floor 
New Rochelle, New York 10801 
(914) 632-4133 

Community 
Hater Supply 
Atlas 

Mr. Perry Katz No file/information 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region II 
Room 757 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York, New York 10278 
(212) 264-4595 

Ms. Diana Messina No file/information 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region II 
Surveillance and Monitoring Branch 
Hoodbridge Avenue 
Edison, New Jersey 08837 
(201) 321-6776 

Mr. Wayne Eliott Surface water use 
Regional Fisheries Manager for recreation 
New York State Department of 

Environmental Conservation 
21 South Putt Comers Road 
New Paltz, New York 12561 
(914) 255-5453 
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CQMLfcjRCJt 

Mr. Robert F. Dibble 
District Conservationist 
Dutchess Soil and Water 

Conservation District 
Farm and Home Center 
Route 44, Post Office Box 37 
Millbrook, Hew York 12545 
(914) 677-3194 

Information Received 

Irrigation 
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4. SITE ASSESSMENT - DOVER LANDFILL 

4.1 SITE HISTORY 

The Dover Landfills approximately 5 acres in size, is located on private 

property owned by Leo and Helen Mostachetti. Mr. Mostachetti indicated during 

the site inspection that the landfill began operation in approximately 

1943-1945, receiving only residential garbage from the Village of Wingdale 

(Appendix Al.1-1). More recently, the site was leased and operated by the Town 

of Dover. The landfill received residential and commercial wastes until 

closure in 1983. The disposal site operated as an open-faced dump and the 

annual quantity of waste received was estimated at 4,500 Jtons (Appendix 

Al.1-2). Both putrescible and non-putrescible garbage was received with no 

segregation of material, and open burning was common practice. A complaint 

issued by a neighbor indicates that unsightly and unsanitary conditions existed 

as early as 1968 (Appendix Al.1-3). 

In 1972, legal action was taken against the Town of Dover by the Dutchess 

County Department of Health (DCDOH) to restrain the Town from using the 

landfill due to violations of the State Health Laws and Sanitary Codes 

(Appendix Al.1-4). A field inspection by DCDOH (Appendix Al.1-5) in 1973 

indicated deposition of wastes in an unapproved low, swampy area. In 1974, 

the Commissioner of Health found the Town of Dover landfill to be operating 

in violation of Part 360 Regulations and demanded that plans be prepared and 

actions taken to upgrade those operations (Appendix Al.1-6). 
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."Operational Plan - Addendum Number One, Town of Dover Sanitary Landfill" was 

prepared by EL Friedman, P.E., in 1978 (Appendix Al.1-2). The plan suggested 

that the refuse be nearly 100 percent residential type, with only a small 

fraction from the commercial sector. No industrial wastes were to be accepted. 

Approximately 20 tons per day were to be landfilled. The plan mentions that a 

freshwater wetland was located about 25 ft away from the landfill, and that 

soils underlying the area were fine, sandy loam, and peat. Geological investi­

gations indicated shallow depth to bedrock and approximately 6 ft to ground 

water. 

Files at the DCDOH contained a draft of an operations permit issued by the 

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) in 1979 to the 

Town of Dover for the landfill in question (Appendix Al.1-7). The expiration 

date issued in that permit was 31 March 1982. 

An inspection of the landfill by DCDOH on 11 May 1979 revealed that leachate 

stains were visible at various locations around the perimeter of the site, and 

that the quality of daily cover was not adequate (Appendix Al.1-8). DCDOH re­

quested the Town of Dover to correct the problems. 

The landfill was inspected during early 1980 by the DCDOH, and again was found 

to be operating in violation of State solid waste management laws, and the 

operation permit specifically (Appendix Al.1-9). Problems with quality and 

frequency of cover were cited. 
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The landfill evidently received a shipment of waste from a hospital in 1982, 

but a radiological search by the DCDOH yielded nothing (Appendix Al.1-10). 

A DCDOH memo indicates that the landfill was closed to the public in June of 

1983, and that the DCDOH was endeavoring to get the landfill properly 

(engineered) closed as of November 1984 (Appendix Al.1-11). 

4.2 SITE TOPOGRAPHY 

The Dover Landfill is located aproximately 1,000 ft north of State Route 21 

(Figures 1-1 and 1-2). Access to the site is via a dirt road off Route 21. 

The entrance road to the property is closed to vehicles, however, the site is 

not fenced off and is accessible to the public. 

The landfill, approximately 5 acres in size, was constructed on the west side 

of a ridge and expanded westerly into a flat wet area. Part of the marsh was 

used as a disposal area during operation of the landfill. The landfill, which 

was filled with residential garbage, is estimated to be approximately 50 ft 

deep. Surface topography is irregular with garbage (metal, tires, trash) pro­

truding through the cover material. Cover material was obtained from a soil 

mining operation in the Town of Dover and transported to the site by truck. 

The nearest residence to the site is located about 900 ft to the southwest near 

the access road. The nearest commercial building is an office building for a 

peat mining operation located approximately 1,500 ft west of the landfill. 
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The landfill is partially surrounded by marsh land to the west. A permanent 

stream. Swamp River, runs north through the marsh and is located approximately 

1,500 ft northeast of the landfill (by way of apparent drainage). 

4.3 SITE HYDROGEOLOGY 

The site is directly underlain by Carlisle Muck over glacial outwash sand and 

gravel (85 percent of base area) and fine sandy loam/glacial outwash (15 per­

cent of base area along the eastern ridge) with a reported depth to ground 

water of about 4 ft below ground surface, based on 1976 soil borings 

(Appendixes Al.1-2 and Al.3-1). The 15 percent of landfill area along the 

ridge is likely to be underlain by areas of shallow bedrock (less than 5 ft 

deep) as evidenced from test pita (Appendix Al.1-2) acxoss the rise adjacent to 

the eastern border of the landfill, and topographic features evident in Figure 

1-2.  

The glacial sediments are underlain by the Cambro-Ordovician Age Stockbridge 

Formation (marble bedrock) which is present in a relatively narrow area 

oriented approximately north-south. There are numerous areas in the valley 

where bedrock is reportedly at or within 3 ft of ground surface, such as the 

ridge adjacent to, and east of the landfill site. These areas of shallow 

bedrock are reportedly covered by a thin veneer (<3 ft) of glacial till. 

Approximately 2,000 ft east of the site is a major thrust fault which is 

oriented along the length of this formation. 

Based upon the available data, both the glacial sediment and the bedrock are 

designated as the aquifer of concern. Hydraulic connection between the two 
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general aquifers cannot be confirmed, however, such connection is possible, 

especially with the bedrock ridge present immediately east of the landfill,. 

The glacial sediment portion of the aquifer of concern consists of the sand and 

gravel deposits which are contiguous with the landfill property and bounded by 

adjacent glacial till covered hills as shown on Appendix A1.3-1 (Gerber 1982). 

The marble bedrock portion of the aquifer of concern, designated by Gerber 

(1982) as Aquifer No. 76, is bounded on the west by schist and phyllite of the 

Halloomsac and Everett Formations, and bounded on the east by a thrust fault 

located about 2,000 ft from the site as shown on Appendix A1.3-2 (Gerber 1982). 

There are no reported public water supply wells constructed in the glacial 

sediments, however, there may be unreported private domestic wells. Although 

the Stockbridge bedrock portion of the aquifer has been developed by numerous 

reported wells, most of them are located east of the thrust fault. The land­

fill site is located west of the thrust fault. Surface runoff from the site 

flows into an adjacent wetland and then into the Swamp River which flows north 

through that area. The Swamp River provides water supply for the Harlem Valley 

Psychiatric Center. However, the Center's intake is located about 0.75 mi 

upstream of the Dover landfill. No downstream intakes are known to exist. 

The data in this section is based upon the following references unless 

otherwise noted: 

1. Gerber, R.G. 1982. Final Report, Hater Resources Study for Dutchess 

County: Dover Plains and Pawling Quads with Surficial and Bedrock 

Aquifer Delineations. 
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2. Simmons, E.T. et al. 1961. Ground-Hater Resources of Dutchess County 

Heu York: Hell Logs. 

3. Hen York State Department of Health. 1982. Hew York State Atlas of 

Community Hater System Sources. 

4.4 SITE CONTAMINATION 

Haste Types and Quantities 

Landfill received residential and commercial wastes. In 1982, the landfill 

evidently received a shipment of waste from a hospital. Nothing was detected 

by a radiological search by the Dutchess County Department of Health. 

Ground Hater 

No data available. 

Surface Hater 

No data available. 

Sail 

No data available. 

Air 

During EA's site inspection on 16 January 1985, total volatile organics were 

measured using a photoionization detection device (HNU). No measurements above 

background were recorded. No other analytical data are available (Chapter 3). 
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DOVER LANDFILL 
TOWN OF DOVER, DUTCHESS COUNT? 

The Dover Landfill, an inactive sanitary landfill covering an area of 

approximately 5 acres, is located off of Pleasant Ridge Road, Town of Dover, 

Dutchess County, New York on private property owned by Leo and Helen 

Mostachetti. Operation of the landfill begain in 1943-1945, receiving resi­

dential waste from the Village of Wingdale. Later, the site was leased and 

operated by the Town of Dover for disposal of residential and commercial solid 

waste. 

The landfill forms a ridge which is partially surrounded by a low marsh area. 

The soils underlying the site are glacial outwash sand and gravel deposits and 

Carlisle Muck. The Swamp River runs through the marsh approximately 1,500 ft 

northeast of the landfill. 

The landfill was cited for many operating violations including inadequate or 

lack of daily cover and compaction, open burning, and disposal of waste in an 

unapproved area in the marsh. Legal action was taken by the DCDOH in 1972 to 

brihg the landfill into compliance with State Health Laws and Sanitary Codes. 

The Dover Landfill was not permitted to receive industrial wastes, however, it 

was suspected that waste from a hospital was received in 1982. A radiological 

search conducted by DCDOH resulted in no findings. There is no other docu­

mented evidence of hazardous waste disposal at the site, and no data is avail­

able to evaluate the status of potential contaminant transport routes. 
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Site Coordinates: 

Latitude: 
Longitude: 

41° 39* 00" 
73° 34' 00" DOVER (LANDFILL 

Figure 1-1. Locator map (Base map: NYSDOT. 1977 edition. 
7.5-Minute Series Topographic. 
Scale 1:24,000)-

DOVER PLAINS QUAD. 



_ „ Dover Landfill 
FacSrty name: — 

Pleasant Ridge Road (County Rd. 21), Wingdale, NY 1259*+ 
Location ——— — — 

EPA Region: II —.— — . —— 

 ̂ _ Leo Mostachetti (owner) 
Person(s) m charge of the facility: —•— 

Mountain Road 

Wingdale, New York 1259̂  

n— EA Science & Technology Date 18 July 198? 
General description of the facility: 
(For example: landfill, surface impoundment, pile, container; types of hazardous substances: location of the 
facility; contamination route of major concern; types of information needed for rating; agency action, etc.) 

The Dover Landfill is an inactive landfill about 5 acres in 

size, located off Pleasant Ridge Road near the Village of 

Wingdale, NY. The'slte received residential and commercial 

wastes from the 19̂ 0s to 1983. There is no documentation of 

hazardous waste disposal. No data are available to evaluate 

the status of potential contaminant transport routes. 

Scores: Stf = 0 (Sg* -0 Sj*' 0 sa* 0 > 
SFE " N/A 
SpQ o 0 Maximum SM = 27. 53 

FIGURE 1 
HRS COVER SHEET 



Ground Water Route Work Sheet 

Assigned value Mj'ti-
Rating Factor ,Circle Onel p'>er Score Max. 

Score 
Ref. 

(Sectioni 

0 Observed Release (o) 43 i  0 45 3.1 

If observed release is given a score of 45. proceed to line 0 
If observed  re lease  i s  g iven  a  score  of  0 .  p roceed  to  l ine  0. 

f?! Route Characteristics - 3-3 
Depth to Aquifer of 0 12 0 2 g 6 
Concern 

Net Precipitation 0 1 GD 3 12 3 
Permeability of the 0 1 (s) 3 1 2 3 
Unsaturated Zone 

Physical State (jj) 1 2 3 1 3 

Total Route Characteristics Score 10 15 

0 Containment 0 12 0 1 3 3 3.3 

0 Waste Characteristics 
Toxicity'Persistence © 3 6 9 12 15 1B- 1 0 
Hazardous Waste Qy 12345678 1 Q 

Quantity 

18 
8 

3.4 

Total Waste Characteristics Score 0 26 

3.4 

0 Targets 
Ground Water Use 0 12 (,39 3 9 
Dis t a n c e  t o  N e a r e s t  1  0  4  6  J L  1 0  1 2 0  

Well /Population J 12 16 18 cza< 
Served I 24 30 32 35 40 

9 
40 

3.5 

Total Targets Score 29 49 

3.5 

0 If line 0 is 45, 
If line 0 is 0, 

multiply 0x0x0 
n u l t l p l y  0 x 0 x 0 x 0  

0 57.330 

0 Divide line 0 by 57,330 and multiply by 100 Sgw - 0 

Max. 
Possible 

k5 

18 
1 

19 

29 

2k ,'795 

k3.25 

FIGURE 2 
GROUND WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET 



Surface Water Route Work Sheet 

Rating Factor 
Assigned Value 

(Circle One) 
Multi­
plier Score Max 

Score 
Ref. 

(Section) 

03 Observed Release (0) 45 1 0 45 4.1 

If observed release is given a value of 45. proceed to line 0. 
If observed release is given a value of 0. proceed to line [2]. 

ID Route Characteristics 
Facility Slope and Intervening 0 12 CP 
Terrain 

1-yr. 24-hr. Rainfall 
Distance to Nearest Surface 
Water 

Physical State 

0 1 
0 1 

(5) 1 2 3 

3 
2 

0 

GO Containment 

Total Route Characteristics Score 

0 1 2 3 

[3 Waste Characteristics 
Toxicity / Persistence 
Hazardous Waste 
Quantity 

3 6 9 12 15 18 1 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 

0 
0 

Total Waste Characteristics Score 

QD Targets 
Surface Water Use 
Distance to a Sensitive 
Environment 

Population Served/Distance 
to Water Intake 
Downstream 

16 18 20 
24 30 32 35 40 

15 

18 
8 

26 

0 1 2 QD 3 9 9 
0 1 2 © 2 6 6 

2) 4 6 8 10 1 0 40 

OD Divide line Qj] by 64,350 and multiply by 100 > sw 

4.2 

4.3 

4.4 

4.5 

Total Targets Score 15 55 15 

[?] If line 0 is 45- muitipiy Q * 0 * 0 
If line 0 is 0, multiply [2] x 0 x 0 * ID 0 64.350 

12,825 

FIGURE 7 
SURFACE WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET 
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Air Route Work Sneet 

Assigned Value Muiti-
Ranng Factor (Circle One) P'»e' Score Max 

Score 
Ref. 

Section) 

0 Observed Release (§) <5 1 0 45 5.1 

Date and Location: 

Sampling Protocol: 

If line Q is 0, the S8 - 0. Enter on line 0 
If line 0 is «5. then proceed to line 0 . 

GO Waste Characteristics 5 2 
Reactivity and 0 12 3 1 3 
Incompatibility 

Toxicity 0 1 2 3 3 9 
H a z a r d o u s  W a s t e  0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8  1  8  
Quantity 

Total Waste Characteristics Score 20 

0 Targets 
Population Within 1 0 9 12 15 18 1 30 

4-Mile Radius / 21 24 27 30 
Distance to Sensitive 0 1 2 3 2 6 
Environment 

Land Use 0 12 3 1 3 

5.3 

Total Targets Score 39 

® Multiply 0x0x0 35,100 

0 Divide line 0 by 35.100 and multiply by 100 Sa = 0 

FIGURE 9 
AIR ROUTE WORK SHEET 



S S2 

Groundwater Route Score (Sgw) 0 0 

Surface Water Route Score (Ssw) 0 0 

Air Route Score (Sa) 0 0 

• sL * sf 0 

\/^S2  + S2 + S2 
v g w sw a WB 0 

V^S2 + S2 + S2 /l .73 - Sm -qw sw a / ^ 'mm, 0 

F I G U R E  1 0  

W O R K S H E E T  F O R  C O M P U T I N G  S M  

Maximum SM = 27-53 



Fire and Explosion Wor* Sneei 

Rating Factor 
Assigned value 

(Circle One) 
j Mutli-
1 piier Score Ma> 

Score 
Rel. 

(Section) 

Q Containment 1 3 1 3 7.1 

GD Waste Characteristics 
Direct Evidence 0 3 
Ignitability 0 1 2 3 
Reactivity 0 1 2 3 
Incompatibility 0 1 2 3 
Hazardous Waste 0 1 2 3 
Quantity 

EU Targets 

Total Waste Characteristics Score 

Distance to Nearest 0 1 2 3 4 5 
Population 

Distance to Nearest 0 1 2 3 
Building 

Distance to Sensitive 0 1 2 3 
Environment 

Land Use 0 1 2 3 
Population Within 0 1 2 3 4 5 
2-Mile Radius 

Buildings Within 0 1 2 3 4 5 
2-Mile Radius 

20 

5 

3 

3 

3 
5 

7.3 

Total Targets Score 24 

^ Multiply 0 * 0 * d 1.440 

ID Divide line 0 by 1.*40 and multiply by 100 S p g ® N/A 

FIGURE 11 
FIRE AND EXPLOSION WORK SHEET 



Direct Contact Worh Sheet 

Bating Factor 
Assigned Value 

(Circle One) 
Multi­
plier Score Max 

Score 
' Ref. 
(Section) 

m Observed incident (°) 45 1 0 45 8.1 

If line Q] is 45, proceed to line 
If line Q] is 0, proceed to line 

0 
® 

¥ Accessibility 0 1 2 d) 1 3 3 8.2 

B Containment 0 1 15 15 8.3 

E) Waste Characteristics 
Toxicity (fl) 1 2 3 5 0 15 8.4 

ID Targets 
Population Within a 
1-Mile Radius 

Distance to a 

0 1 

(®> 1 

Q> 3 4 5 

2 3 

4 

4 

8 

0 

20 

12 

8.5 

Critical Habitat 

| Total Targets Score -8 

0 

32 

[S] If line [T] is 45. multiply 0 « 0 « S 
If line Q is 0. multiply 0 * 0 » 0 * 0 

-8 

0 21.600 

CQ Divide line [|] by 21,600 and multiply by 100 Sqc - 0 

FIGURE 12 
DIRECT CONTACT WORK SHEET 



I 
I 
R 

DOCUMENTATION BBCOBDS 
FOE 

BAZAHD BANKING SYSSSM 

INSTRUCTIONS: The purpose of these records is to provide a convenient way to 
prepare an auditable record of the data and documentation used to apply the 
Hazard Ranking System to a given facility. As briefly as possible, summarize 
the information you used to assign the score for each factor (e.g.( "Haste 
quantity - 4,230 drums plus 800 cubic yards of sludges"). The source of 
information should be provided for each entry and should be a bibliographic-
type reference that will make the document used for a given data point easier 
to find. Include the location of the document and consider appending a copy of 
the relevant page(s) for ease in review. 

FACILITY NAME: Dover Landfill 

LOCATION: Pleasant Ridge Road (County Road 21). Town of Dover. Dutchess Co. 
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GROUND WATER ROUTE 

1 OBSERVED RELEASE 

Contaminants detected (5 maximum): 

No data. Assigned value = 0. 

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the facility: 

Not applicable. 

2 ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS 

Depth to Aatiifer of Concern 

Name/description of aquifer(s) of concern: 

Both the glacial sediment and the bedrock are designated as the aquifer of 
concern. The glacial sediment aquifer consists of sand and gravel deposits 
contiguous with the landfill property. The marble bedrock aquifer is desig­
nated by Gerber (1982) as Aquifer No* 76 (Appendixes Al.3-1 and Al.3-2). 

Depth(s) from the ground surface to the highest seasonal level of the saturated 
zone (water tablets]) of the aquifer of concern: 

The depth is estimated at about 56 ft below the top of the fill. The depth 
of the landfill is not known but was estimated to be at least 50 ft by 
Leo Mostachetti (Appendix Al.1-1). 

Depth from the ground surface to the lowest point of waste disposal/storage: 

Based on 1976 soil borings referred to in an engineer's report (Appendix 
Al.1-2) ground water was estimated to be 6 ft below the original eleva­
tion of land used for the landfill. 

Assigned value = 3. 
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Mean annual or seasonal precipitation (list months for seasonal): 

40 inches. 

Reference: Dethier, B.E. 1966. Mean annual precipitation, in inches, 
1931-1964, ia Precipitation in Hew York State. Cornell Univ. 
Agr. Expt. Sta. Bull. 1009. Ithaca, New York. 

Mean annual lake or seasonal evaporation (list months for seasonal): 

28 inches. 

Reference: U.S. EPA. 1984. Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste Site Ranking 
System. A Users Manual (HW-10). Originally published in the 
July 16, 1982, Federal Register' 

Net precipitation (subtract the above figures): 

12 inches. Assigned value =» 2. 

Permeability of Unsaturated Zone 

Soil type in unsaturated zone: 

Dover fine, sandy loam derived from glacial till. 

References: U.S. Department of Agriculture. 1955. Soil Survey 
Dutchess County. (Appendix Al.5-1.) 

Gerber, R.G. 1982. Final Report, Water Resources Study 
for Dutchess County. (Appendix Al.3-1.) 

Permeability associated with soil type: 

Moderately permeable, estimated range 10~3 - 10~5 cm/sec. 
Assigned value ** 2. 

Physical State 

Physical state of substances at time of disposal (or at present time for 
generated gases): 

Unknown. Assigned value = 0. 
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3 CONTAINMENT 

Containment 

Method(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated: 

Landfill: No liner provided, no leachate collection system, landfill surface 
does not preclude ponding, landfill surface precludes run-on. 

Reference: EA Site Inspection, 16 January 1985. 

Method with highest score: 

No liner provided and landfill surface does not preclude ponding. 
Assigned value B 3. 

4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 

Toxicity and Persistence 

Compound(s) evalua fed: 

No data available. Assigned value m 0. 

Reference: Section 4.4. 

Compound with highest score: 

Not applicable. 

Hazardous Waste Quantity 

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility, excluding those with a 
containment score of 0 (Give a reasonable estimate even if quantity is above 
maximum) : 

Unknown. Assigned value " 0. 
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Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity: 

Hot applicable. 

•CrCrh 

5 TARGETS 

Ground WafcerUae 

UseCs) of aquifer(s) of concern within a 3-mile radius of the facility: 

Ground water in aquifer of concern is used for drinking water source. 
Assigned value = 3. 

Reference: Hew York State Department of Health. 1982. Hew York State 
Atlas of Community Water System Sources. (Appendix Al.5-2.) 

Distance to Hearest Well 

Location of nearest well drawing from aquifer &£ concern or occupied building 
not served by a public water supply: 

The nearest building is a residence located approximately 500 ft southeast 
of the landfill. (EA Site Inspection, 16 January 1985.) 

Distance to above well or building: 

900 ft. Assigned value » 4. 

Reference: HYSDOT. 1973. 7.5-Minute Series Topographic: Dover 
Plains Quad. 

Population Served bv Ground Water Wells Within a 3-Mile Radius 

Identified water-supply well(s) drawing from aquifert s) of concern within a 
3-mile radius and populations served by each: 

Aquifer of concern is the carbonate bedrock and the overlying sand and gravel 
deposits that are contiguous with the site, bounded by phyllites/schist on 
the east and west. (Appendixes Al.3-1 and Al.3-2.) 

Community Water Supplies: 

Schreiber Water Works 110 

Reference: Hew York Department of Health. 1982. Hew York State Atlas 
of Community Water System Sources. (Appendix Al.5-2.) 
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Homes with private wells in aquifer of concern: 

173 x 3.8 651 

Total 767 

Reference: NYSDOT. 1973. 7.5-Minute Series Topographic: Dover Plains 
and Pawling Quads. 

Computation of land area irrigated by supply well(s) drawing from aouiferf a) of 
concern within a 3-mile radius, and conversion to population (1.5 people per 
acre): 

Information requested on 7 March 1986 was not available as of 8 October 1986. 

Reference: Dibble, R. 1986. Dutchess County SWCD. Personal 
Communication. 

Total population served by ground water within a 3-mile radius: 

767. Assigned value B 2. Combined score a 20. 

SURFACE WATER ROUTE 

1 CD SERVED RELEASE 

Contaminants detected in surface water at the facility or downhill from it 
( 5 maximum) : 

No data available. Assigned value m 0. 

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the facility: 

Not applicable. 

2 ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS 

Facility Slope and Intervening Terrain 

Average slope of facility in percent: 

Approximately 30 percent. (EA Site Inspection, 16 January 1985.) 
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Name/description of nearest downslope surface water: 

Swamp River: a permanent surface water which runs through a marsh area 
adjacent and north of the site. 

Reference: NYSDOT. 7.5-Minute Series Topographic: Dover Plains Quad. 

Average slope of terrain between facility and above-cited surface water body in 
percent: 

<3 percent. 

Reference: EA Site Inspection, 16 January 1985. 

Is the facility located either totally or partially in surface water? 

Yes. The landfill is bounded on the west by a marsh. A portion of the 
marsh area was filled with residential trash. (EA Site Inspection, 
16 January 1985.) 

Assigned value • 3. 

Is the facility completely surrounded by areas of higher elevation? 

No. The landfill forms a ridge rising approximately 50 ft above the 
surface of the surrounding marsh. (EA Site Inspection, 16 January 1985.) 

1-Year. 24-Hour Rainfall in Inches 

2.5 inches. Assigned value • 2. 

Reference: U.S. EPA. 1984. Uncontrolled Hazardous Haste Site Ranking 
System. A Users Manual (HH-10). Originally published in the 
July 16, 1982, Federal Register. 

Distance.to Nearest Downslope Surface Hater 

The Swamp River is approximately 1,500 ft downgradient of the site. 

Reference: NYSDOT. 1973. 7.5-Minute Series Topographic: Dover Plains Quad. 

Assigned value • 2. 
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Physical State of Waste 

Unknown. Assigned value • 0. 

irtrtc 

3 CONTAINMENT 

Containment 

Method(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated: 

Landfill: cover material is not adequate, landfill slope does not preclude 
runoff)) no diversion system presento (EA Site Inspection* 16 January 1985o) 

Method with highest score: 

No diversion system present. Assigned value " 3. 

4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 

Xfwricity and Persistence 

Compound(s) evaluated 

No data available. Assigned value " 0. 

Reference: Section 4.4. 

Compound with highest score: 

Not applicable. 

Hazardous Waste Quantity 

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility, excluding those with a 
containment score of 0 (Give a reasonable estimate even if quantity is above 
maximum): 

Unknown. Assigned value * 0. 
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Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity: 

Hot applicable. 

<rtrk 

5 TARGETS 

Surface Water Use 

Use(s) of surface water within 3 miles downstream of the hazardous substance: 

Recreational. Assigned value • 2. 

References: NYSDOH. 1982. New York State Atlas of Community~~Nater System 
Sources. (Appendix Al.5-2.) 

Elliot* V. 1986. NYSDEC Region 3, Regional Fisheries Manager. 
Personal Communication. 29 August. (Appendix A1.5—3.) 

Is there tidal influence? 

Ho. 

Diatance to a Sensitive Environment 

Distance to 5—acre (minimum) coastal wetlands if 2 miles or less: 

None. Assigned value » 0. 

Reference: NYSDOT. 1973. 7.5-Minute Series Topographic: Dover Plains 
Quad. 

Distance to 5— acre (minimum) freshwater wetland, if 1 mile or less: 

Landfill is bordered by a freshwater wetland. Assigned value « 3. 

Reference: NYSDOT. 1973. 7.5-Minute Series Topographic: Dover Plains 
Quad. 
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Distance to critical habitat of an endangered species or national wildlife 
refuge, if 1 mile or leas: 

None* Assigned value a 0. 

Reference: Significant Habitat Unit. 1985. Significant Habitat Overlays. 
Division of Fish and Hildlife, New York State Department of 
Environmental Conservation. Delmar. New York. 

Population Served bv Surface Water 

Location(s) of water supply intake(s) within 3 miles (free-flowing bodies) or 
1 mile (static waterbodies) downstream of the hazardous substance and popula­
tion served by each intake: 

The Harlem Valley Psychiatric water intake is located about 0.75 mi 
upstream of the landfill and it is not anticipated that the landfill 
would have any adverse effect on their surface water supply. 

Assigned value » 0. 

Reference: NYSDOH. 1982. New York State Atlas of Community Hater System 
Sources. (Appendix Al.5-2.) 

Computation of land area irrigated by above-cited intake(s) and conversion to 
population (1.5 people per acre). 

Information requested 7 March 1986 was unavailable as of 8 October 1986. 

Reference: Dibble, R. 1986. Dutchess County SWCD. Personal Communication. 

Total population served: 

Assigned value • 0. 

Name/description of nearest of above waterbodies: 

Not applicable. 

Distance to above-cited intakes, measured in stream miles. 

Not applicable. 
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AIR ROUTE 

1 OBSERVED RELEASE 

Contaminants detected: 

During EA's site inspection (16 January 1985), total volatile organics were 
measured using a photoionization detection device. No readings above 
background were recorded. No other data are available (Chapter 3). 
Assigned value « 0. 

Date and location of detection of contaminants: 

Methods used to detect the contaminants: 

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the site: 

irlrir 

2 HASTE CHARACTERISTICS 

Reactivity and Incompatibility 

Most reactive compound: 

Most incompatible pair of compounds: 
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Toxicity 

Most toxic compound: 

flftsflKdPHfl WflfiKe Quantity 

Total quantity of hazardous waste: 

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity: 

•kirk 

3 TARGETS 

Population Within 4-Mile Radius 

Circle radius used9 give population, and indicate hew determined: 

0 to 4 mi 0 to 1 mi 0 to 1/2 mi 0 to 1/4 mi 

Distance to a Sen<dJjjaa_^ngijcoPMMi£ 

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) coastal wetland, if 2 miles or less: 

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) freshwater wetland, if 1 mile or less: 

Distance to critical habitat of an endangered species, if 1 mile or less 

Land Use 

Distance to commercial/industrial area, if 1 mile or less: 
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Distance to national or state park, forest, or wildlife reserve if 2 miles or 
less: 

Distance to residential area, if 2 miles or less: 

Distance to agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if 1 mile or 
less: 

Distance to prime agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if 2 
miles or less: 

Is a historic or landmark site (National Register or Historic Places and 
National Natural Landmarks) within the view of the site? 

DIRECT CONTACT 

1 OBSERVED INCIDENT 

Date, location, and pertinent details of incident: 

None reported. (Chapter 3.) 

Assigned value B 0. 

2 ACCESSIBILITY 

Describe type of barrier(s): 

Barriers do not completely surround the site (EA Site Inspection, 
16 January 1985.) 

Assigned value = 3. 
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3 CONTAINMENT 

Type of containment, if applicable: 

Site is a landfill, cover material is not adequate (EA Site Inspection, 
16 January 1985). 

Assigned value ° 15. 

&** 

4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 

KffigjGAfty 

Compounds evaluated: 

No data available. Reference: Section 4.4. 

Compound with highest score: 

Assigned value " 0. 

5 TARGETS 

Population Within 1-Mile Radius 

680. Residences in a 1-mi radius counted from the topographic map 
(150 x 3.8 persons • 570) plus the populaton served by Schreiber Water 
Works (110). 

References: NYSDOH. 1982. New York State Atlas of Community Water System 
Sources. (Appendix Al.5-2.) 

NYSDOT. 1973. 7.5-Minute Series Topographic: Dover Plains 
Quad. 

Assigned value s 2. 
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INF. 

None. Assigned value = 0. 

Reference: Significant Habitat Unit. 1985. Significant Habitat Overlays. 
Division of Fish and Wildlife* New York State Department of 
Environmental Conservation, Delmar, New York. 
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&EPA 
POTEWT8AL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 
PART 1 - SITE INFORMATION AND ASSESSMENT 

I. IDENTIFICATION 
01 STATE 

NY 
02 SHE NUMBER 
D980508139 

II. SITE NAME AND LOCATION 
02 STREET. ROUTE NO. OR SPECIFIC LOCATION IDENTIFIER 
Pleasant Ridge Road (County Road 21) 

01 SITE NAME aopoi. cowaon vaescnptnmnamao'sffv, 

Dover Landfill 
03 CITY 

Dover 
04 STATE 
NY 

os ZIP coot 
1259** 

06 COUNTY 
Dutchess 

07 COUNTY 
CODE 

08 CONG 
OtST 

OB COORDINATES LATITUDE 
It10 39' 00 0" | 

LONGITUDE 
73o 3V 30 0' 

10 DIRECTIONS TO SITE fSwmrv 'own A*ara*i put*c roe<Sr 

From Poughkeepsie, NY, take State Rt. 55 South to Pleasant Ridge Road. Take Pleasant 
Ridge Road east approximately 8.2 miles to entrance to landfill. Entrance road is 
about 1/2 mile vest of Village of Wingdale. 

III. RESPONSIBLE PARTIES 
01 OWNER (*mnown< 

Leo Mostachetti 
02 STREET (Busrtm. ma*ng. retrtentuJi 

Mountain Road 
03 CITY 
Wingdale 

04 STATE 
NY 

05 ZIP CODE 

1259̂  
06 TELEPHONE NUMBER 

<9lL) 832-61I+6 
07 OPERATOR ft *nowr> onedrfterem Iron- owner. 

Town of Dover 
06 STREET (Busmest. matof raaoantia// 

Pleasant Ridge Road 
09 CITY 
Village of Wingdale 

10 STATE 
NY 

11 ZIP CODE 
12591* 

12 TELEPHONE NUMBER 

(9lL>832-6839 
13 TYPE OF OWNERSHIP fCnac* one/ 

K A. PRIVATE D B. FEDERAL fApencr name; 
• F OTHER 

IU»c*r 

D C. STATE OD.COUNTY 

• G UNKNOWN 

D E. MUNICIPAL 

14 OWNER/OPERATOR NOTIFICATION ON FILE ICUHwWi 

£ A RCRA 3001 DATE RECEIVED MONTH DAI rf AC £ B UNCONTROLLED WASTE SITE ICCHCLA IOS o DATE RECEIVED 
MOAITw DAY YEAR 

NONE 

IV. CHARACTERIZATION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD 
01 ON SITE INSPECTION BY iChmc * iw we>r 

£ A EPA D B. EPA CONTRACTOR D C. STATE OYD OTHER CONTRACTOR 
D E LOCAL HEALTH OFFICIAL D F. OTHER 

YES DATE 1 / l6> 85 p MONTh DAY YEAR 
CONTRACTOR NAME(S): 

EA Science and Technology" 
02 SITE ST ATUS /Chec* one 

O A. ACTIVE K B INACTIVE D C UNKNOWN 

03 YEARS OF OPf RAPQN 

19̂ 3-19*t5 I 1983 C UNKNOWN BEGINNING YEAfl 
04 DESCRIPTION OF SUBSTANCES POSSIBLY PRESENT. KNOWN OR ALLEGED 

It is not known if any hazardous substances were disposed of at the landfill. 

05 DESCRIPTION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD TO ENVIRONMENT AND'OR POPULATION 

The site has not been properly closed. Cover material used for daily and final 
cover was inadequate. The potential for leachate reaching ground water and surface 
water exists. 

V. PRIORITY ASSESSMENT 
01 PRIORITY FOR INSPECTION (Check one tfnpno"n«(tunaeRecA»e compare Pan 7 - Wast* Ufarmehonana Pen 3 - DncriptKtoof HMjeroovt Conomont ano mc^ienrs; 

D A. HIGH JD B. MEDIUM • C. LOW D D. NONE 
ftnapecOon requiredpromptly) (inspector: rmummd (Inspect on timemHW basa. further aeien nesded complete current oaposmon formi 

VI. INFORMATION AVAILABLE FROM 
01 CONTACT 

Ray Kapp 
02 OF lAgoncyOrgantzabon! 

EA Science and Technology 
03 TELEPHONE NUMBER 

(9lLJ 692-6706 
04 PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR ASSESSMENT 

Linda K. McConnell 
05 AGENCY 06 ORGANIZATION 

EA 
07 TELEPHONE NUMBER 

<301> 771-̂ 950 
08 DATE 

7 ,18, 85 
MONTH O*> YEAR 

EPA FORM 2070-12 <7-61) 



I 

_ POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 

r% PART 2 - WASTE INFORMATION 

IDENTIFICATION _ POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 

r% PART 2 - WASTE INFORMATION 
UR mmh9 

_ POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 

r% PART 2 - WASTE INFORMATION 

II. WASTE STATES. QUANTITIES. AND CHARACTERISTICS 
01 PHYSICAL STATES lOn'tunvax*, 

_ A SOLID : t SLURB i 
I B POWDER. FINES . F UOUID 
: C SLUDGE . G GAS 

y n nTHFR Unknown 
tSO*C* 

02 WASTE QUANTITY AT SITE lUMiiFts cv' mestr ouonl/tmi 
mutt to* wK**p*ne*n' 

unknown 
ri injc vinnL 

Kin nr mi iul 

03 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS icwo mimi ccv'r 1 

. A TOXIC - E SOLUBLE L I MKJHLY VOLATILE 
. B CORROSIVE . F MFECTIOUS L. J EXPLOSIVE 
_ C RADIOACTIVE .. G FLAMMABLE i X REACTIVE 

0 PERSISTENT . H IGNITABLE L L ^COMPATIBLE 
, L M NOT APPLICABLE unknown 

ill. WASTE TYPE Unknown 
CATEGORV SUBSTANCE NAME 01 GROSS AMOUNT 02 UNIT OF MEASURE 03 COMMENTS 

SLU SLUDGE 

OLW OILY WASTE 

SOL SOLVENTS 

PSD PESTICIDES 

OCC OTHER ORGANIC CHEMICALS 

IOC INORGANIC CHEMICALS 

ACD ACIDS 

BAS BASES 

MES HEAVY METALS 

IV. HAZARD 3US SUBSTANCES !S*» Appmna-r U>- mot r ffQWt'y CB*C CAS Numtoer$> 

01 CATEGORY 02 SUBSTANCE NAME 03 CAS NUMBER 04 STORAGE DISPOSAL METHOD 05 CONCENTRATION 06 MEASURE 0^ 
CONCENTRATION 

V. FEEDSTOCKS S»«AOP«TC.ro-c*sNum»-s Not Applicable 
CATEGORV 0: FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER CATEGORV 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER 

FDS FDS 

FDS FDS 

FDS FDS 

FDS FDS 

VI. SOURCES OF INFORMATION iCit* swe/ftc #w»»*wie»s . sttf« Ates fm&• tntysn. mportt ' 

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation files. 
Dutchess County Department of Health files. 

EPA FORM 2070-12 (7-61) 
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
SITE INSPECTION REPORT 

PART 1 - SITE LOCATION AND INSPECTION INFORMATION 

I. IDENTIFICATION 
01 STATE 

NY 
02 SITE NUMBER 

D980508l39 
II. SITE NAME AND LOCATION 
01 S«LK NAME K.00* COMMAR O- totcncltv* nan* & 

Dover Landfill 
02 STREET ROUTE NO . OR SF 

Pleasant Rid 
ECIFC LOCATION IDENTIFIER 

ge Road 
03Crr>Town of Dover 

Village of Wingdale 
04 STATE 

NY 
05 ZIP CODE 

1259I+ 
06 COUNT* 

Dutchess 
07 COUNT* 

COOE 
06 CONG 

OlST 

It] O^^oo p.. 73Q Voo .0" B A PRIVATE • B FEDERAL 
D F. OTHER 

D C. STATE D D COUNTY • E. MUNICIPAL 
D 6. UNKNOWN 

III. INSPECTION INFORC NATION 01 DATE OF INSPECTION 

l ,16, 85 
02 SITE STATUS 

• ACTIVE X: INACTIVE 

D3 YEARS OF OPERATION 

191+3-1+5 , 1983 UNKNOWN MONT*. DA* *EAP 

02 SITE STATUS 

• ACTIVE X: INACTIVE BEGINNING TEAR ENDING TEAR 
UNKNOWN 

04 AGENC* PERFORMING INSPECT® 

ID A. EPA D B. EPA CONTRl 

• £ STATE IX F. STATE CONT 

N fCwe* ttim aoo-z 

\ctor N r. MUNICIPAL D D. MUN 

OTHFR 

CIPAL CONTRACTOR 

04 AGENC* PERFORMING INSPECT® 

ID A. EPA D B. EPA CONTRl 

• £ STATE IX F. STATE CONT ractorEA ScieWe*-'* Tech. nft 
MUNICIPAL D D. MUN 

OTHFR 
(Httne e« Vm-

04 AGENC* PERFORMING INSPECT® 

ID A. EPA D B. EPA CONTRl 

• £ STATE IX F. STATE CONT 
tmnvotunr. fSpe«i>-

05 CHIEF INSPECTOR 

Linda K. McConnell 
06 TITLE 

Environmental T^ncn neer 
07 ORGANIZATION 

EA 
06 TELEPHONE NO 

601) 771-1+950 
09 OTHER INSPECTORS 

Gloria McCleary 
10 TITLE 

Environmental Engineer 
11 ORGANIZATION 

EA 
12 TELEPHONE NO 

601) 771-1+950 

Richard Rennia Council Member 
Town of Dover 
Board Supvis. pll+)877-3710 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

13 SITE REPRESENTATIVES INTERVIEWED 

Leo Mostachetti 
14 TITLE 

Landowner 
ISADDRESS 

Winedale. NY IPSQi 
16 TELEPHONE NO 

911+) 832-611+6 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

17 ACCESS GAINED B* 
(Ch0CA an*, 

[2 PERMISSION 
D WARRANT 

16 TIME OF INSPECTION 

0930 hours 
19 WEATHER CONDITIONS 

Cold, 8 F, Clear, Windy 

01 CONTACT 

Ray Kapp 
02 OF (Agoncy'Orgonaotion) 

EA Science and Technology 
03 TELEPHONE NO. 

(911+) 692-6706 
04 PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR SITE INSPECTION FORM 

Linda K. McConnell 
05 AGENCY 06 ORGANIZATION 

EA 
07 TELEPHONE NO-

[301)771-̂ 950 
06 DATE 

7 /l8,85 
MONTH D*v YEAR 



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
SITE INSPECTION REPORT 

PART 2 - WASTE INFORMATION 

l IDENTIFICATION 

T 02S$OTl39 

II. WASTE STATES. QUANTITIES. AND CHARACTERISTICS 
01 PHYSICAL STATES [Owe. X n. axr, 

i- A SOLID 
L B POWDER FINES 
L C SLUDGE 

L E SLURRY 
C F UOUID 
L G GAS 

02 WASTE QUANTITY AT SITE 
IMeaswM o' owl# owxifOwf 

matt t* nOW>#XWnl 
TONS U*£n°Vn 

cXb OTHER Unknown /Sp*C"r 
CUBIC YARDS 

NO OF DRUMS 

03 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (C*i#c» of "UnKnOWD 

A TOXIC 
. B CORROSIVE 
f C RADIOACTIVE 
. D PERSISTENT 

E SOLUBLE 
F. MFECTIOUS 

: G FLAMMABLE 
H IGNITABLE 

C I HIGHLY VOLATILE 
Z J EXPLOSIVE 
IT K REACTIVE 
: L INCOMPATIBLE 
D M NOT APPLICABLE 

III. WASTE TYPE Unknown 
CATEGORY SUBSTANCE NAME 01 GROSS AMOUNT 02 UNIT OF MEASURE 03 COMMENTS 

SLU SLUDGE 

OLW OILY WASTE 

SOL SOLVENTS 

PSD PESTICIDES 

OCC OTHER ORGANIC CHEMICALS 

IOC INORGANIC CHEMICALS 

ACD ACIDS 

BAS BASES 

MES HEAVY METALS 

IV. HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES (St AppoHO* tor most ffQunPt cm»C CAS Ntmpprs; UnlmO'WTl 

01 CATEGORY 02 SUBSTANCE NAME 03 CAS NUMBER 04 STORAGE/DISPOSAL METHOD nR r-rMorcArraATH-vu 06 MEASURE OF OS CONCENTRATION CONCENTRATION 

V. FEEDSTOCKS ts*tAppena>* to-CAS Numbers' No~b Applicable 
CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER 

FDS FDS 

| FDS FDS 

| FDS FDS 

FDS FDS 

VI. SOURCES OF INFORMATION tCntipecit'C references e g . ifefe files eempl* anaysrs reports 

Dutchess County Department of Health files 
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation files 

EPA FORM 2070 1317-81) 



I A v-H-fc* POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE fcrHft SITE INSPECTION REPORT 
MB » ® B ABT « _ nrCPBIDTIAkl AP UAVABRAIIC AAMBITIAkir m. k PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS 

1. IDENTIFICATION 
01 STATE 

NY 
02 SHE NUMBER 
D980508139 

II. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS 

01 L A GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION 7(-~ 02 G OBSERVED (DATE >-fc POTENTIAL r Ai i cr.cn 
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED ' ° '  04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION 

The glacial sediment and bedrock aquifers are designated as aquifers-of-concern. The 
glacial sediment aquifer consists of sand and gravel deposits. Bedrock aquifer is 
Cambro-Ordovician Age Stockbridge Formation (marble), designated as Aquifer No. 76 by 
fWher (l9fl?).—Rpfp-r t . n  R p p t i n n  

01 B SURFACE WATER CONTAMINATION 02 Z OBSERVED (DATE i g POTENTIAL ri ai i cracn 
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 7. em 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION 

A permanent stream, Swamp River, is located about 1,500 feet northeast of the 
landfill and runs through the wetland adjacent to the site. 
Refer to Sections h . 2  and k.3. 

01 C. CONTAMINATION OF AIR 02 . OBSERVED (DATE ) r, POTENTIAL 7 AI i FGFD 
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION " " 

Unknown. 

01 C D. FIRE,'EXPLOSIVE CONDITIONS 02 Z OBSERVED (DATE ) C POTENTIAL G ALLEGED 
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED. 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION 

Unknown. 

01 £ E DIRECT CONTACT 02 G OBSERVED (DATE ~~i £ POTENTIAL N AI I PfTEn 
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION 
The site is easily accessible to the public and is not fenced off. A barrier is 
present on the entrance road restricting access to vehicles. Scrap metal and 
residential garbage is protruding through the cover material. 

01 LJ F. CONTAMINATION OF SOIL 
03 AREA POTENTIALLY AFFECTED. 

02 _ OBSERVED (DATE 
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION 

XG POTENTIAL ALLEGED 

No data available. 

k DRINKING WATER CONTAMINATION VF\7 02 t_ OBSERVED (DATE I R> POTENTIAL D ALLEGED 
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: > ' °  '  04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION ^ ̂ 1 cm '"L ALLEGED 

A community well, the Schreiber Water Works, is located 0 . k 2  miles north of the site 
in the bedrock aquifer of concern. No public water supply system is present near 
the site. Unreported private wells are probably located in the aquifer of concern. 

H- WORKER EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE'. j Q POTENTIAL D ALLEGED 
03 WORKERS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION 

Unknown. 

0 1 D I .  P O P U L A T I O N  E X P O S U R E ' I N J U R Y  0 2  G  O B S E R V E D  ( D A T E :  )  O  P O T E N T I A L  •  ALLEGED 
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION ALLEGED 

Unknown. 

EPA FORM 2070 13(7-811 



•SERA 
POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 

SITE INSPECTION REPORT 
PART 3 • DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS 

L BENTFICATION 
01 STATE 

NY 
0? sm NUMBER 

D980508139 
R. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS iCOTfUtrfT 

01 CJ DAMAGE TO FLORA 
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION 

Unknown. 

02 3 OBSERVED (DATE D POTENTIAL D ALLEGED 

01 D K. DAMAGE TO FAUNA 
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION -mriuo. nmmt,i o' wets • 

02 3 OBSERVED (DATE ) D POTENTIAL D ALLEGED 

Unknown. 

01 3 L CONTAMINATION OF FOOD CHAIN 
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION 

02 3 OBSERVED (DATE . I D POTENTIAL C ALLEGED 

Unknown. 

01 3 M UNSTABLE CONTAINMENT OF WASTES 
fSflrt's fU/nott StinOmg kQ&i Lat*ng O'unj 

03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 

Unknown. 

02 3 OBSERVED (DATE 

04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION 

3 POTENTIAL ALLEGED 

01 3 N DAMAGE TO OFFSITE PROPERTY 
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION 

Unknown. 

02 3 OBSERVED (DATE.. 3 POTENTIAL ALLEGED 

0 1 3  0  C O N T A M I N A T I O N  O F  S E W E R S  S T O R M  D R A I N S .  W W T P s  0 2  3  O B S E R V E D  ( D A T E  
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION 

POTENTIAL 3 ALLEGED 

Wo sewers, storm drains, or wastewater treatment plants are known to be located 
within 1 mile of the landfill. 

01 3 P ILLEGAL'UNAUTHORiZED DUMPING 
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION 

Unknown. 

02 3 OBSERVED (DATE 3 POTENTIAL 3 ALLEGED 

05 DESCRIPTION OF ANY OTHER KNOWN POTENTIAL. OR ALLEGED HAZARDS 

w Ul. TOTAL POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 

IV. COMMENTS 

V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION :Ctit svcitK • s nut Ml fmpie jra^sis r»oons. 

Gerber, R.G. 1982. Final Report, Water Resources Study for Dutchess County. 
NY State Dept. Health. 1982. NY State Atlas of Community Water System Sources. 
U.S.G.S. Topographic Map, Dover Plains, Pawling, Verplanck Quads. Dutchess Co. NY. 

EPA FORM2070-13(7-61) 
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I POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
SITE INSPECTION 

PART 4 - PERMIT AND DESCRIPTIVE INFORMATION 

I. IDENTIFICATION 

01 °TOW$L39 

II. PERMIT INFORMATION 
01 TYPE OR PERMIT ISSUED 

/Checs tPPteiap&y 

D A NPDES 

02 PERMIT NUMBER 03 DATE ISSUED 04 EXPIRATION DATE 05 COMMENTS 

ZB UIC 

DC AIR 

DD RCRA 

D E .  R C R A  I N T E R I M  S T A T U S  

DF SPCC PLAN 

5G STATEispwaif. NY DEC 05^7 Jnknown 3/31/82 Permit for operation 
CH LOCAL,, „ lSpeC*y. 

C I .  O T H E R  tsorat, 

D J NONE 

III. SITE DESCRIPTION 
01 STORAGE/DISPOSAL fChmc 02 AMOUNT 

D A. SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT 
• B PILES 

D C. DRUMS, ABOVE GROUND 

C D. TANK. ABOVE GROUND 

D E. TANK, BELOW GROUND 

£• F LANDFILL 

O G. LANDFARM 

C H. OPEN DUMP 

• I OTHER. 

03 UNIT OF MEASURE 

unknown 

/Speedy, 

04 TREATMENT »*• tha eppry; 

D A INCENERATION 

D B UNDERGROUND INJECTION 

C C. CHEMICAL'PHYSICAL 

D D. BIOLOGICAL 
• E. WASTE OIL PROCESSING 
D F. SOLVENT RECOVERY 
D G OTHER RECYCUNGRECOVERY 
C H. OTHER 

/Speedy; 

05 OTHER 

XZ A. BUILDINGS ON SITE 

06 AREA OF SITE 

5 

07 COMMENTS 

IV. CONTAINMENT 
01 CONTAINMENT OF WASTES or-, ' ~ " " ~— 

D A ADEQUATE. SECURE C B. MODERATE g C. INADEQUATE, POOR D D. INSECURE. UNSOUND. OANGEROUS 

02 DESCRIPTION OF DRUMS DIKING. LINERS. BARRIERS. ETC 

No liner provided. Quality of cover material used is not adequate—sand 
and gravel was used for daily and final cover. No leachate collection 
systems provided. Surface topography of landfill may encourage ponding. 

V. ACCESSIBILITY 

01 WASTE EASILY ACCESSIBLE: ]p YES D NO 
02 COMMENTS 

Site is easily accessible to public; no fencing provided. A barrier 
on the entrance road prevents access to vehicles. 

VI. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cne tpeciftz references, e Q sf»i# fni ump** enefyai reports 

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation files. 
Site inspection conducted 1/16/85 hy New York State contractor. 

EPA FORM 2070-13 (7*811 



** POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
srrE INSPECTION REPORT 

^FIUB jr-fc PART 5 • WATER, DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL DATA 

1. IDENTIFICATION ** POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
srrE INSPECTION REPORT 

^FIUB jr-fc PART 5 • WATER, DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL DATA 

0 1  STATE 0 2  SITE NUMBER 
NY D980508139 

** POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
srrE INSPECTION REPORT 

^FIUB jr-fc PART 5 • WATER, DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL DATA 

II. DRINKING WATER SUPPLY 

D1 TYPE OF DRINKING SUPPLY 
fCftPcfc AS appicoNfi 

SURFACE WELL 

COMMUNITY A r  B i  

NON-COMMUNITY C R D K 

02STATUS unknown 

ENDANGERED AFFECTED MONITORED 
A. D B- O C. C 
D. • E. D F. D 

03 DISTANCE TO SITE 

R U.J-F FMI) 

HI. GROUNDWATER 
01 GROUNDWATER USE WVtONITY tcnm on,: 

a r  A ONLY SOURCE FOR DRtNKWG C  B. DRINKING O  C. COMMERCIAL. WDUSTRIAL, WRIGATlON D  0- NOT USED. UNUSEABLE 
^ fOtttor sotrc«j ivrntabb' fum^a omr touws •> —fin. 

COMMERCIAL. INDUSTRIAL. IRRIGATION 
(Mo Ottff mM*' soorctz MMM/ 

AYmueFB-jcnRvnnrMiNnwATFfi 7^7 03 DISTANCE TO NEAREST DRINKING WATER WELL 0.17 <fn«! 

04 DEPTH TO GROUNDWATER 

6 MI 

06 DIRECTION OF GROUNDWATER FLOW 

Estimated to be W-NW 
06 DEPTH TO AQUIFER 

OF CONCERN 

20 (ft) 
07 POTENTIAL YIELD 

OF AQUIFER 

unknown !(mH1 

06 SOU SOURCE AQUIFER 

D YES NO 

0& DESCRIPTION OP WELLS flnciu** ow>r. tna tocmior. tc po&Matvr, anatuAJrvffi. 

A community well developed in the bedrock aquifer of concern is located 0.1+2 miles 
north of the site at the Schreiber Water Works. The well serves 110 people. Other 
unreported private wells are probably developed in the aquifer of concern. 

10 RECHARGE AREA 

£ YES 
D NO 

COMMENTS 

11 DISCHARGE AREA 

g YES 
• NO 

COMMENTS 

IV. SURFACE WATER 

01 SURFACE WATER USE ICiiKtM 

J~ A RESERVOIR. RECREATION 
DRINKING WATER SOURCE 

L B. IRRIGATION. ECONOMICALLY 
IMPORTANT RESOURCES 

C C. COMMERCIAL. INDUSTRIAL D D. NOT CURRENTLY USED 

02 AFFECTED/POTENTIALLY AFFECTED BODIES OF WATER 

NAME 

Swamp River 
AFFECTED DISTANCE TO SITE 

0.28 

u 

(mi) 
(mi) 
(mi) 

V. DEMOGRAPHIC AND PROPERTY INFORMATION 

01 TOTAL POPULATION WITHIN 

ONE (1^g^ OF SITE 

NO OF PERSONS 

TWO (2}MIL|g£F SITE 
B 

NO OF PERSONS NO OF PERSONS 

THREE (g) OF SITE 

02 DISTANCE TO NEAREST POPULATION 

0.17 .(mi) 

03 NUMBER OF BUILDINGS WITHIN TWO (2) MILES OF SITE 

372 

04 DISTANCE TO NEAREST OFF SITE BUILDING 

0,17 (mi) 

06 POPULATION WITHIN VICINITY OP SITE fProvVt ntrratrv* (Htcnpfon ofnttur* o'poputtlor mthtn yicruiy ol SJte #.p . rufti %**?•. pocmi*i»3 vrbar »rei 

The landfill is located approximately 0.3 miles west of the Village of 
Wingdale, and 6 miles south of the Town of Dover Plains. The site is 
situated in a rural area. 

EPA FORM 2070-13 (7-81) 



SERA 
POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 

SITE INSPECTION REPORT 
PART 5 • WATER, DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL DATA 

I. IDENTIFICATION 

o,irE o2swmQi39 

VI. ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION 
0' PERMEABILITY OF UNSATURATED ZONE (Cntct on, — 

C A 1C-> - 10-ecmwc [J B TO'1 - 10-fc cm sec K C 10"« - 10*3 cm/sec C D GREATER THAN 10' 3 cm/see 

or PERMEABILITY OF BEDROCK iCnmct on.. 

A IMPERMEABLE C B RELATIVELY IMPERMEABLE L C RELATIVELY PERMEABLE D D VERY PERMEABLE 
m.«; „C-'- .p-'cmwc I.C-F- Inv. ,c-P M 

03 DEPTH TO BEDROCK 

Unknown -Ct) 

04 DEPTH OF CONTAMINATED SOIL ZONE 

Unknown 
(ft) 

05 SOIL pH 

Unknown 
06 NET PRECIPITATION 

-12 (in) 

07 ONE YEAR 24 HOUR RAINFALL 

2_i_5 (in) 

08 SLOPE 
SITE SLOPE 

30 
DIRECTION OF SITE SLOPE 

Southwest 
TERRAIN AVERAGE SLOPE 
<3 * 

09 FLOOD POTENTIAL 

SITE IS IN n°ne YEAR FLOODPLAIN 

1 0  

•[SITE IS ON BARRIER ISLAND, COASTAL HIGH HAZARD AREA, RIVERINE FLOODWAY 

11 DISTANCE TO WETLANDS i tcrtmnmum 

ESTUARINE OTHER 

A None (mi| B < 0.01 

freshwater 

.(mi) 

12 DISTANCE TO CRITICAL HABITAT ,01 

N/A (ml) 

ENDANGERED SPECIES: None 
13 LAND USE IN VICINITY 

DISTANCE TO 

COMMERCIAJ.TNDUSTRIAL 
RESIDENTIAL AREAS. NATIONAL/STATE PARKS. 

FORESTS, OR WILDLIFE RESERVES 

0.28 (mi) 0.10 -(mi) 

AGRICULTURAL LANDS 
PRIME AG LAND AG LAND 

- Unknown Unknown 
c (mi) D (ml) 

14 DESCRIPTION OF SITE IN RELATION TO SURROUNDING TOPOGRAPHY ~ 

The Dover Landfill is situated on the side of a ridge. Bordering the site on the 
west is a marsh. The highest point of elevation on the landfill is approximately 
50 feet above the surface of the marsh. About 1,500 feet northeast of the landfill 
is a peat mining operation. A permanent stream, Swamp River, runs through the 
marsh and is located 0.28 miles north of the landfill. 

VII. SOURCES OF INFORMATION few Bpactf/c r*t»r*nc»i IW# ftes Mnvwawiui, ripom1 

NY State Dept. Health. 1982. NY State Atlas of Community Water System Sources. 
U.S.G.S. Topographic Map. Dover Plains Quadrangle, Dutchess County, New York. 
Site inspection conducted I/16/85 by a New York State contractor. 
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
SITE INSPECTION REPORT 

PART 6 - SAMPLE AND FIELD INFORMATION 

I L tDEfcmFICATlOW 
31 STATE 

NY 
02 8TTE NUMBER 

D980508139 

B. SAMPLES TAKEN Rot applicable 
SAMPLE TYPE 

01 NUMBER OF 
SAMPLES TAKEN 

02 SAMPLES SENT TO 03 ESTIMATED DATE 
RESULTS AVAILABLE 

GROUNDWATER 

SURFACE WATER 

WASTE 

An 

RUNOFF 

SPILL 

SOIL 

VEGETATION 

OTHER 

III. FIELD MEASUREMENTS TAI KEN 
01 TYPE 

Radi oact ivity 
02 COMMENTS I Radiological search conducted by Dutchess Co. Health Dept. 2A/82. 
No radioactivity detected. — -| 

Percent Slope Slope measurements taken of site and surrounding terrain l/lb/05 

Volatile Organic vanors 
Organic vapor measurements taken onsite with HNU on I/I6/85 -
nnnp H*»+<=»r>-h<arl 

IV. PHOTOGRAPHS AND MAPS 

01 TYPE 3fc GROUND & AERIAL 0? M CUSTODY OF EA Science and Technology 01 TYPE 3fc GROUND & AERIAL 
o* orptnattor or 0Htwiou»T 

03 MAPS 
3L YES 
C NO 

04 LOCATION OF MAPS I 
EA Science and Technology, Middletown, New York IO9I1O 

V. OTHER FIELD DATA COLLECTED *ROM» nurratnm OOJCNPTON 

Soil "borings were conducted 12/1/76 on land immediately adjacent and west of 
the site to determine potential for extension of landfill "by the Town of Dover. 
Subsurface soil investigations were also conducted by Town of Dover on land 
immediately east of site (refer to Al.1-2) to determine soil type. 

VI. SOURCES OF INFORMATION FCFLE UJECRFR ROFOREN-OI E P «7«;P mponi 

Dutchess County Department of Health files. 
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation files. 

EPAFORM 2070-13 (7-81| 



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
SITE INSPECTION REPORT 

PART 7 • OWNER INFORMATION 

I. IDENTIFICATION 

°r o2f»i39 

II. CURRENT OWNER(S) PARENT COMPANY ir^ 
D1 NAME 
Leo Mostachetti 02 D+B NUMBER 06 NAME 00 D+B NUMBER 

03 STREET ADDRESSIP o Bo. trot, OK, 

Mountain Road 04 SIC CODE 10 STREET ADDRESS fP C COA ftFO #. ore / 11 SIC CODE 

05 CTTY 
Wingdale 

06 STATE NY 
01 NAME 

07 ZIP COPE 
12594 

i2crr> 

02 D+B NUMBER 

13 STATE 142^ CODE 

06 NAME 06 0+ B NUMBER 

03 STREET ADDRESS IP O BO. RFDT. OK I 04 SIC CODE 10 STREET ADDRESSIP O Bo. BfDo.otc , 11 SIC CODE 

05 CIT* 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 

01 NAME 

12 CITY 

02 D+B NUMBER 

13 STATE 14 ZIP CODE 

09 D+B NUMBEP. 

03 STREET ADORESS \F o Bo. Rto F. OK. • 04 SIC CODE 10 STREET ADDRESS fP.O Bo. RFC oic: 11 SIC CODE 

§05 CITY 06 STATE 

01 NAME 

07 ZIP CODE 

02 D+B NUMBER 

12 CITY 

06 NAME 

13 STATE 14 ZIP CODE 

OBD+B NUMBER 

03 STREET ADDRESS IP.O Bo. RFC. otc.i 04 SIC CODE 10 STREET ADORESS IP.O. Bo. RfDt ole, 11 SIC CODE 

05 CTTY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 2 CITY 13 STATE 14 ZIP CODE 

HI. PREVIOUS OWNER(S) (us: most mcom htth IV. REALTY OWMERIS) . btt most rocsnt hrtt 
01 NAME 02 D+BNUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+BNUMBER 

03 STREET ADDRESS 'P 0 Bo* ftFD#. ore J 04 SC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESSfP O. BOM. AFO' stc.f 04 SIC CODE 

05 CITY 06 STATE 

01 NAME 

07 ZIP CODE 05 CLTY 

02 D+B NUMBER 01 NAME 

06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 

02 D+B NUMBER 

03 STREET ADORESS (P O BO* «FD P otc i 04 S*C CODE 03 STREET ADORESS <P O Bo*. BfD * tie ) 04 S»C CODE 

06 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 

01 NAME 

05 CITY 

02 D+B NUMBER 01 NAME 

06 STATE 07ZIPCO0E 

02 D+B NUMBER 

03 STREET ADORESS fP.O AM. RfDtotc / 04S*ccooe 03 STREET ADDRESS rP O Bot HFD*. otc ) 04 SIC CODE 

05crr> 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 

V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (CMS SPOCMK rotsroncss • g . *t*!S fosi same's onotysa rooonsi 

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation files. 

B>A FORM 2070-13 (7-611 



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
SITE INSPECTION REPORT 

PART 8 - OPERATOR INFORMATION 

•.IDENTIFICATION 
01 STATE 

NY 
02 SITE NUMBER 

D980508139 
a. CURRENT OPERATOR {Ao«0» f dHPWif fromoon#r: OPERATOR'S PARENT COMPANY 

01 NAME 

None 
03STREET ADDRESS (P.O Bo* RtD'.oic.f 

02 D+BNUMBER 10 NAME 

04 SK: CODE 12 STREET ADDRESS (PO Bo*.*PDt.mc.) 

11 D+BNUMBER 

13 SIC CODE 

06 CTTY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 4 CITY 16 STATE 16 ZIP CODE 

06 YEARS OP OPERATION 00 NAME OP OWNER 

HI. PREVIOUS OPERATOR(S) "A' "WI roetftt tnt. pmi«i amy I dPiwir from o«ntr, PREVIOUS OPERATORS' PARENT COMPANIES , 
01 NAME 

Town of Dover 
02 D+B NUMBER 10 NAME 11 D+B NUMBER 

03 STREET ADDRESS IP C Ho. Rfot.oK i 
Pleasant Ridge Road 

04 SIC CODE 12 STREET ADDRESS fP O 6c* *PD* ttc l 13 SIC CODE 

06 CITY Wingdale 06 STATE NY m$°E 
4 CITY 15 STATE 16 ZIP CODE 

06 TEARS OF OPERATION 

Unknown 
01 NAME 

09 NAME OF OWNER DURING THIS PERIOD 

Leo Mostachetti 

Village of Wingdale 
02 D+B NUMBER 10 NAME 11 D+B NUMBER 

03 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. «o>. »FC>. eic.i 

Pleasant Ridge Road 
04 SIC CODE 12 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. BOM. RfD » ttc.) 13 SIC CODE 

05 CITY 

Wingdale 
06 STATE 

NY 
or ZIP CODE 

1259^ 
14 CITY 16 STATE 16 ZIP CODE 

08 YEARS OF OPERATION 

•Unknown 
09 NAME OF OWNER DURING THIS PERIOD 

Leo Mostachetti 
01 NAME 

03 STREET ADORESSfP.O So*. RfOt.otc )  

02 D+B NUMBER 10 NAME 

04 SIC CODE 12 STREET ADORESS (P.O. BOM. RPO*. ttc.) 

11 O^B NUMBER 

13 SIC CODE 

05 CITY 06 STATE 07 Z3P CODE 14 CITY 16 STATE 16 ZIP CODE 

06 YEARS OP OPERATION 06 NAME OP OWNER DURING THIS PERIOD 

IV. SOURCES OF INFORMATION ,c. «.««« . „ tian foot. stmp* tnttyxn upoflt 

Dutchess County Department of Health files. 
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* *  I P A  P O T E N T I A L  H A Z A R D O U S  W A S T E  S I T E  
SITE INSPECTION REPORT 

S-.6 PART e- QENERATORTTRANSPORTER INFORMATION 

1. IDENTIFICATION * *  I P A  P O T E N T I A L  H A Z A R D O U S  W A S T E  S I T E  
SITE INSPECTION REPORT 

S-.6 PART e- QENERATORTTRANSPORTER INFORMATION 
01 r^ATE 02 SITE NUMBER 

HY D980508139 
* *  I P A  P O T E N T I A L  H A Z A R D O U S  W A S T E  S I T E  

SITE INSPECTION REPORT 
S-.6 PART e- QENERATORTTRANSPORTER INFORMATION 

11. ON-SITE GENERATOR 
01 NAME 02 D+ B NUMBER 

03 STREET ADDRESS CP.O BOS *ro* otc , 04 SIC CODE 

05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 

HI. OFF-SITE GENERATORS) 
01 NAME 02D+BNUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 

03 STREET ADDRESS /AO Bos RFD* otc . 04 SIC CODE 03 Street address tp.O Bos. RFC*. otc i 04 SIC CODE 

05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 05 CITY 06 STATE OT ZIP CODE 

01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 

03 STREET ADDRESS (P 0 Bos *FD». otc ) 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS /AO Bos. HFC* otc ; 04 SIC CODE 

05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 

IV. TRANSPORTERS) 
01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 

03 STREET ADDRESS (P.O BOM. RFD* otc., 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADORESS (p 0. Bos. FtFDo otc i 04 8ICCO0E 

05 CfTY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 

01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 

03 STREET ADDRESS <P.Q Bos RFD* otc ' 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P 0. Bos RFD*. otc ; 04 SIC CODE 

05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 06 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 

V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION lCa» $ooc*k mtoroncot og . utif nil Nnv̂  sncytn. rapofis. 
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE l IDENTIFICATION 

SITE INSPECTION REPORT 
PART 10- PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES 

02 ^5^139 SITE INSPECTION REPORT 
PART 10- PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES 

0. PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES 
01 D A. WATER SUPPLY CLOSED FWFLATF 09 AQENCY 
04 DESCRIPTION 

09 AQENCY 

01 C B TEMPORARY WATER SUPPLY PROVIDED 02 DATE na AQFNCY 
04 DESCRIPTION 

01 0 C PERMANENT WATER SUPPLY PROVIDED 02 DATE na AQENCY 
04 DESCRIPTION 

01 D D SPILLED MATERIAL REMOVED 02 DATE I" AQENCY 
04 DESCRIPTION 

01 • E CONTAMINATED SOIL REMOVED 0? DATF na AQENCY 
04 DESCRIPTION 

01 D E. WASTE REPACKAGED 02 flATF na AQENCY 
04 DESCRIPTION 

01 D G WASTE DISPOSED ELSEWHERE D2DATF 03 AQFNCY 
04 DESCRIPTION 

01 D H ON SITE BURIAL 
04 DESCRIPTION 

02 DATF 03 AQENCY 

01 • I. W SITU CHEMICAL TREATMENT 
04 DESCRIPTION 

0? flATF Oa AQENCY 

01 C J. IN SITU BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT 
04 DESCRIPTION 

02 HATF 03 AQENCY 

01GKTN srru PHYSICAL TREATMENT 
04 DESCRIPTION 

0? DATF oa AQFNCY 

01 DL ENCAPSULATION 
04 DESCRIPTION 

DP DATF oa AQFNCY 

01 D M EMERGENCY WASTE TREATMENT 
04 DESCRIPTION 

DP DATF oa AQFNCY 

01 D N CUTOFF WALLS 
04 DESCRIPTION 

02 DATE oa AQENCY 

01 C 0 EMERGENCY DIKING/SURFACE WATER DIVERSION 
04 DESCRIPTION 

02 DATF oa AGENCY 

01 • P. CUTOFF TRENCHES/SUMP 
04 DESCRIPTION 

02 DATE oa AQFNCY 

I 01 DO SUBSURFACE CUTOFF WALL 
04 DESCRIPTION 

1 
02 DATF oa AQFNCY 



I 

&EPA POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
SITE INSPECTION REPORT 

PART 10 • PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES 

IDENTIFICATION 

0,WT£WmL39 

II PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES 
01 DR BARRIER WALLS CONSTRUCTED 
04 DESCRIPTION 

02 DATE. 03 AQENCY 

01 D S CAPPWG COVERING 
04 DESCRIPTION 

02 DATE. 03 AGENCY. 

01 • T. BULK TANKAGE REPAIRED 
04 DESCRIPTION 

02 DATE. 03 AGENCY. 

01 C U GROUT CURTAIN CONSTRUCTED 
04 DESCRIPTION 

02 DATE. 03 AGENCY. 

01 D V. BOTTOM SEALED 
04 DESCRIPTION 

02 DATE. 03 AGENCY. 

01 D W GAS CONTROL 
04 DESCRIPTION 

02 DATE. 03 AGENCY. 

01 D X FIRE CONTROL 
04 DESCRIPTION 

02 DATE. 03 AGENCY. 

01 C Y. LEACHATE TREATMENT 
04 DESCRIPTION 

02 DATE. 03 AGENCY. 

01 E Z AREA EVACUATED 
04 DESCRIPTION 

02 DATE. 03 AGENCY. 

01 D 1. ACCESS TO SITE RESTRICTED 
04 DESCRIPTION 

02 DATE. 03 AGENCY. 

01 D 2. POPULATION RELOCATED 
04 DESCRIPTION 

02 DATE. 03 AGENCY. 

01 C 3 OTHER REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES 
04 DESCRIPTION 

02 DATE. 03 AGENCY. 

lit SOURCES OF INFORMATION icat wcrtK mttiancas * c srsf* sane* aneryps reports! 
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
SITE INSPECTION REPORT 

PART 11 - ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION 

L ©ENT1FICATION 

&EPA W " WSS8139 
U. ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION 

01 PAST REGULATORY/ENFORCEMENT ACTION YES D NO 

02 DESCRIPTION OF FEDERAL STATE LOCAL REGULATORY/ENFORCEMENT ACTION 

In 1972, legal action was taken against the Town of Dover by the Dutchess 
County Department of Health to restrain the Town from using the landfill 
due to violations of the State Health Laws and Sanitary Codes. In 197^ the 
Commissioner of Health found the Town of Dover Landfill to be operating 
in violation of Part 360 Regulations and demanded that plans be prepared and 
actions taken to upgrade those operations. "Operational Plan - Addendum 
Number One, Town of Dover Sanitary Landfill" was prepared by R. Friedman, P.E. , 
in 1978 (refer to Appendix Al.1-2). 

HI. SOURCES OF INFORMATION fCffp «p#cff»c rsfewcss. • o-. siMvs. umpb anafyta. reports/ 

Dutchess County Department of Health files (Appendix Al.1-2 and Al.l-U). 

EPAFORM 2070-13(7-61) 



6. ASSESSMENT OF DATA ADEQUACY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

6.1 ADEQUACY OF DATA 

There is no analytical data available to evaluate the status of potential 

contaminant transport routes, i.e., ground water, surface water, and air. 

Gross air quality was evaluated during the Phase I site inspection using a 

photoionization detector (HNU). HNU measurements obtained did not indicate any 

air quality problems. 

6.2 RECOMMENDATIONS 

Based on the lack of available data and the potential for ground-water and 

surface water contamination at the Dover Landfill, it is recommended that a 

Phase II study be conducted. The proposed study would include eight tasks: 

data collection/site reconnaissance, geophysical studies, preparation of final 

sampling plan, conducting the sampling program, environmental assessment, 

remedial cost estimate, and report preparation. 

6.3 PHASE II WORK PLAN 

In order to satisfy the aforementioned project purpose and to address the 

general inadequacies stated previously, EA would perform the following eight 

tasks. In addition, EA would develop a Health and Safety Plan for onsite field 

activities (currently assumed to require Level D protection) and a 
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site-specific QA/QC Plan for all environmental measurement procedures. These 

two plans would be submitted to the NTSDEC for approval prior to initiating any 

field activities. 

6.3.1 Task 1 - Mobilization and Site Reconnaissance 

Project mobilization includes review of the Phase I report and updating the 

site data base with any new information made available since completion of the 

Phase I report. Based on that review, a draft scope of work for this site will 

be agreed to and a project schedule developed. At this time, a draft Quality 

Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) document will be prepared in accordance with 

the most up-to-date NYSDEC guidelines. 

Site reconnaissance will be performed to examine general site access for Phase 

II studies. Site reconnaissance will familiarize key project personnel with 

the site, enable the project geologists to evaluate potential boring/well 

locations, and enable the project Health and Safety Officer to develop specific 

health and safety requirements for the field activities. Emergency, fire, and 

hospital services will be identified. Standard practice in site reconnaissance 

is an air survey with a HNU photoionization detector (HNU). The air survey 

would be performed around the site perimeter and throughout the site for safety 

purposes. Detection of releases to air during site reconnaissance may warrant 

further confirmation studies. Based on the Phase I study, it is expected that 

field activities will require only Level D health and safety protective 

measures. 
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6.3.2 Task 2 - Geophysics 

Multidepth EH and earth resistivity surveying will be performed around the site 

perimeter to evaluate the potential presence of ground-water contaminant plumes 

and stratigraphic conditions. The number of stations and value of depth 

settings will be determined on the basis of field conditions. Results of the 

geophysics will be used to refine the specifications for locations, depths, and 

number of observation wells to be installed. 

6.3.3 Task 3 - Preparation, pf_JFinal Sampling Flan 

All data collected during Tasks 1 and 2 will be evaluated to finalize sampling 

and boring/well locations. The final sampling plan will be developed and 

submitted to NYSDEC for approval. The plan will include final sampling loca­

tions; boring and well specifications; and reference pertinent portions of the 

QA/QC Plan. A final budget will be developed to complete the drilling and 

sampling program. 

6.3.4 Task 4 - Test Borings and Observations Wells 

Based upon currently available information, EA recommends the installation of 

six (three pairs) test borings/observations wells (three screened in the 

unconsolidated sediments and three completed in bedrock). This work would be 

performed under the fulltime supervision of a geologist. It is anticipated 

that the following drilling methods will be used: (1) hollow-stem auger in the 

unconsolidated sediments, and (2) air or water rotary in bedrock. Prior to the 

drilling of each boring/well, and at the completion of the last boring/well, 
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the drilling equipment which comes in contact with subsurface materials will be 

steam-cleaned, as well as the split spoon sampler after obtaining each sample. 

Soil sampling will be performed using a split spoon sampler at approximately 

5-ft intervals and at detected major stratigraphic changes. An HNU would be 

used to monitor the potential organic vapors emitted during drilling operations 

and from each soil sample. Samples of major soil/unconsolidated sediment units 

will be collected for grain-size analysis. 

It is anticipated that the wells to be installed at this site will be completed 

in the unconsolidated sediments and in weathered or competent bedrock. Wells 

screened in the unconsolidated sediments will be completed approximately 

10-15 ft below the ground-water table. Standard construction of such a well 

would include 10 ft of 4-in. diameter threaded-joint PVC screen and an appro­

priate length of PVC riser with a bottom plug cap, sand pack, bentonite seal, 

and protective surficial steel casing with a locking cap. Wells screened in 

bedrock will be completed approximately 10-15 ft into the saturated bedrock. 

Standard construction of such wells would be the same as for wells screened in 

the unconsolidated sediments, except that a grout seal will be placed from 

about 5 ft into bedrock to ground surface. 

Upon completion and development of the wells by air surging/pumping, the 

vertical elevation of the upper rim of each well casing will be surveyed in 

order to aid in evaluation of the ground-water flow direction. Depending upon 

the yield of each Phase II well, a short-term, low-yield pumping test will be 

performed in each well. 
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For cost estimating purposes, it is assumed that: 

a. The depth of each of the three wells screened in the unconsolidated 

sediments will be 15 ft below ground surface, and the depth of each of 

the three wells screened in bedrock will be 50 ft below ground surface. 

b. The 6 wells will require 11 days to install, develop, and test. 

c. All drill sites are accessible by truck-mounted drilling rigs as 

determined by the driller. 

d. There are no excessive amounts of cobbles/boulders which would increase 

drilling time. 

e. Steam cleaning of drilling/sampling equipment will be performed at each 

boring/well location. The fluids will be discharged to ground surface. 

f. All drill cuttings, fluids, and development water will be left on, or 

discharged to, the ground surface in the immediate area of the 

activity. 

g. That permission from appropriate land owners to drill borings/wells on 

their property will be a simple process (expedited by the NYSDEC, if 

necessary), so that delays during field operations are not incurred. 
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6.3.5 Tank S - Sampling 

All sampling and analysis will be conducted in accordance with the project 

QA/QC Plan. The analytical program for every water and sediment sample will 

include the 130 organic and 25 inorganic parameters listed in Statement of Work 

No. 784. New York State Department of Environmental Conservation Suoerfund and 

Contract Laboratory Protocol. January 1985. Also, all additional non-priority 

pollutant GC/MS major peaks will be identified and quantified. Major peaks 

will be considered as those whose area is 10 percent or greater than the 

calibrating standard(s). Based upon the currently available information, 

collection and analysis of the following numbers and types of samples is 

recommended: 

6 Ground-water samples (one from each Phase II well). 

2 Surface water samples. 

1 Leachate sample. 

3 Sediment samples (one from each surface water sample and leachate 

sample location). 

6.3.6 Task 6 - Contamination Assessment 

EA will evaluate the data obtained during the records search and field 

investigation, prepare final HRS scores and documentation forms, complete EPA 

Form 2070-13 and Part One of 2070-12 and summarize site history, site 

characteristics, available sampling and analysis data, and determine the 

adequacy of the existing data to confirm release, and if there is a population 

at risk. 
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EA will evaluate remedial alternatives for the site and develop a list of 

potential options given the information available on the nature and extent of 

contamination. Approximate costs estimates for the selected potential remedial 

options will be computed. This work is not intended to be, or a substitute 

for, a formal cost effectiveness analysis of potential remedial actions. 

6.3.8 Task 8 - Final Phase II Report 

In accordance with current (January 1985) NYSDEC guidelines, the Phase II 

report will include: 

a. The results of the Phase II investigation, complete with boring logs, 

photos, and sketches developed as part of the Phase II field work. 

b. Final HRS scores with detailed documentation. 

c. Selected potential remedial alternatives and associated cost estimates. 

In addition to the final Phase II report, the following raw data and resulting 

reduction would be provided to NYSDEC: 

a. geophysical 

b. well logs 

c. all sampling forms and data 

d. all analytical data 
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e. 

f. 

g-

chain-of-custody forms 

soil sampling forms and classifications 

other collected information. 

6.3.9 Task 9 - Project Management/Quality Assurance 

A Project Manager will be responsible for the supervision, direction, and 

review of the project activities on a day-to-day basis. A Quality Assurance 

Officer will ensure that the QA/QC Program protocols are maintained and that 

the resultant analytical data are accurate. 

6.4 PHASE II COST ESTIMATE 

Based on the scope of work and assumptions described above, the estimated costs 

to complete the Phase II investigation of the Dover Landfill are as follows: 

Consultant Costs $33,440 
(including labor, direct costs, fee) 

Drilling Contractor 22,325 

Laboratory 24.000 

Total $79,765 
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.Town, of Dover Sanitary Landfill 
Dutcfe&se County, M.Y. 
6 

JUI 

1. Tonorranhv and Subsurface conditions 

The area used for the landfill and the adjacent lands are either Carlisle Muck or 
of the Dover fine sandy loam soils grouping. The area used for the landfill encompasses 
the westerly section of a ridge that runs generally north/south and the easternly portion 
of a relatively flat area of Carlisle Muck. The ridge portion and area to the East are 
classified as Dover fine sandy loam in the ledgy, rolling phase, with the entrance way 
passing over the Dover fine sand loam in the ledgy hilly phase. The Dover fine sandy 
loam originates from firm glacial till, chiefly from crystalline limestone with a shallow 
to medium depth to bedrock. 

On December 1, 1976, soil borings were taken on the land immediately to the West 
of the present site to determine whether expansion of the site in that direction was 
possible. The location of these borings are shown on the plans and described on the 
sheet included herein. From these tests, groundwater is determined as being at elevation 
418, approximately 6 feet below the estimated lowest elevation of land used for the 
landfill or elevation 424. 

The area to the East was the subject of subsurface soils investigation during the 
latter part of May, 1978 when a series of trenches were dug 100' apart starting from 
near the edge of the present landfill and extending downhill towards the West. Although 
the HYDEC had been contacted to observe these dug trenches, NYDEC declined the opportunity 
for first-hand observation of the subsoil conditions. These excavations revealed depths 
to rock of from as little as 1 foot to no rock observed at a 5' depth. 

The landfill exists over two different soils types, the muck and fine sandy loam. 
Based on the USGS quadrangle, the survey map of the area, and visual observation of 
the lay of the land, it is estimated than about 15% of the landfill area exists over 
the fine sandy loam with the remaining 85% existing over original Carlisle Muck. 
This 15% of the landfill is then the sole area where portions mav exist with less than 
5' to irock. 

The nature of the topography and grading of the landfill area is such that surface 
runoff from areas adjacent to the landfill do not flow over the landfill, and the only 
surface water flowing off of the landfill is the result of rain that has fallen only on 
the landfill area. 

Since the original landform upon which the landfill was built is one side of a 
ridge leading to the flat area to the West, groundwater flows from the landfill primarily 
to the West. Any flow towards the North or South is but of short duration, as the 
land rises shortly beyound the limits of the landfill. Hence, any northerly or southerly 
groundwater flow is directed in a westerly direction. 

The soils under the landfill are either fine sandy loam or peat overlying fine 
sand. These types of soils act as a natural filtering agent and chelating agent, thus 
aiding to reduce any groundwater contamination by leachaje. 

The total acreage of the leased site is about 23 acres, of which only about 5 acres 
have been or will be used for the sanitary landfill. 
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2. Waste Quantities 

The annual quantity of solid wastes brought to the landfill is estimated at 
approximately 4500 tons/year or about 20 tons per operating day. Refuse is virtually 
100$ residential type wastes as no industrial wastes are permitted. Refuse from 
commercial sources are accepted, but this type of waste represents only a small fraction 
of the wastes received. 

The life of the landfill has been re-estimated, based on the change in landform 
volume between the creation of the survey map in 1976 and the present elevations. 
Using this change in volume over a specific time period, it will take about another 
four (4) years to increase the elevations and grades to those shown on the plans. 

3. Operational Characteristics 

The landfill is open from 8 AM to 4:45 R/i on Tuesday, Thursday, Friday, and 
Saturday. The landfill is about 1500' from CR #21, and a substantial gate controls 
access to the site. Signs exist stating the days and hours of operation near the 
gate and to which part of the landfill refuse is to be brought. 

The site is such that all traffic must enter through the single access road 
and into the landfill site proper. As soon as a vehicle enters the landfill site 
itself, it is within the view of the operator. This landfill serves a small community, 
and therefore does not and has not required any formal traffic flow control due to 
the relatively snail number of vehicles entering the site at any one time. 

The operator directs the flow of refuse, separating any salvagable materials for 
later removal. Since the working face or area is small, the operator has sight 
observation of virtually all refuse deposited. 

All cover material is brought into the site from two sources. The Town of Dover 
operates a soil mining operation adjacent to its recreation area. The soils mined 
vary from loam and topsoil to fine sand and gravel. When the exposed and mined strata 
is the sands and gravel, such soils are used by the Town for highway and public works 
projects. When the soils are the tops oil and loam, the soils are used for cover at 
the landfill. When the soils are the sand and gravel, cover material is obtained 
from the second source. 

The second source is from a supplier that has been awarded a low bid contract. 
The soils so obtained are a sandy loam that received acceptance from Mr. J. Puchalak, PE 
of NYDEC. 

The Town of Dover Highway Department has the responsibility for maintaining an 
adequate supply of cover material at the site, with the Superintendent of Highways 
directing the operations. 



Town of Dover Seaitaxy Laafifill 
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4. General Considerations 

Included with this report is a portion of the USGS map showing the landfill site 
with the surrounding area. Although the USGS map was photoreyised in 1971, it is 
accurate for this purpose as no residences are known to be any closer to the landfill 
site than those shown thereon. This map shows the ridge of Dover fine sandy loam 
jutting into the area of Carlisle Muck, with the Swamp River lying to the East and 
the Burton Brook lying to the West. The landfill site ridge serves as a drainage 
basin divide with the site being on the extreme uphill side of the westerly side. 

A wind rose that is accurate for the Dover area is not available, the nearest 
data being availble at the Dutchess County Airport, some 20 miles away. 

Approximately 500 feet to the West, an area that has been identified as Freshwater 
Wetlands by NYDEC personnel exists. Towards the East, a wet area, possibly a Freshwater 
Wetlands, is found about 25 feet from the edge of where the landfill exists. However, 
this area is no longer being used, having already reached the design elevations. The 
only activity contemplated with 75 to 100' of this wet area may be the possible addition 
of additional cover material as final cover. 

5. Fill Progression 

Drawings 2 3 provide provide cross sections in the East-West direction every 
100' for the operator to use as a guide in attaining design elevations and grades. 

Refuse is to be deposited In small compact daily lifts, starting in the north­
westerly portion of the site and progressing in a clockwise direction. Each area 
should be built up to about 10'in height by constructing multiple daily lifts of 
about 5' adjacent to each other until a 50-75 foot wide swath has been created. 
When the subject area has been raised by the 10', the adjacent 50 to 75' area is 
then used. In this manner, the entire site will be raised in increments of about 10', 
easing the determinations of the operator. The operator will thus be creating nearly 
level planes or slices horizontally through the site. Each finished grade, whether 
daily or intermediate, shall be graded towards the edge of the landfill as indicated 
in order to promote runoff of rainwater rather than percolation. The edges of the 
landfill shall have final slopes of 1:3 to 1:4 as possible and convenient. 

As the total elevation of the site increases, the access roadway must be curved 
towards the central portion and elevated correspondingly, as to follow the final 
contours of the land as shown on the drawings. 
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Dear Sir: 
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Road. Wl,udlj^"(a X:h^Lrr""MJ ^ '">"e °" ""ee 
inference)t ,t «J. ^ , » '"r» *"•< h.«vlu, for your 
Dover I - i  :;pr>on I Area would is elm- 1 '" U,e CO!,,n,unl ** that the 
nurip £'.i t<» nt Cricket Hill. Up°a the °PC!ni,1B of the Mew 

'J'iie Cricket! llili 
Bot e  t £re. howc-ve- thc lolj^sn* "°l>' J*'en ln operation for quite 
Monday, m-d Tuesday. I acaume'Mierf? * t£> be °i>en each r>ur&ay, 
needs end nuet 0,10rale two Dumnr o4 J?at the Town of Dover 
the County with two Pump Si ten it t^i8^is lhe Town In' 
co3ta Involved are twice that of a r v  OVfi 11181 operation 
the basi6 providing hist i rir-nt - * other Town. An evaluation of 
of Taxpayer s S VeiTord ^ -pendltura 

determination for the1^!Uiufi °f !?18 eva:luatlon support a 
surely the people must bear t^^coBt^fir"-^ 1W° Du",p8, then 

Wt the a.oit„y ,„d ^"LTjTull Z'^'.u 

Be vera I timee' hove ve ̂ eea eu reo 'ti'k .r'r*>Jte,J ">*•« condition, 
have always been lecc than adeouate^ ti ,ie8P0ni,lble Authority 
the location of my Home ic such i ^ comctlon. Since 
as ny neighbors, are direct victims and Suesta, as well 
from these deplorable c^dit^ns ? af ® ^ 8ffeCt6 ®«»««ting 
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At the location marked A on the Bketnh, drainage of lite 
road is such tha? durlng every rain fail the runoff is directed 
to By lawns, flooding same, and eventually finding Its way Into 
toy basement. 

The utter dlareperd for the protectee of our «11 t»lnB 
._ _-de evident by the feet thot the Dover site, located In the 
midst of a residential area, is open on Sunday precluding any 
possibility for the residents to enjoy any uon for 
Sabbath, while the Cricket Hill Site, on ideal location for 
Sunday operation, remaino closed. 

srasrurSJKs r-ssrt r^rf 
Sanitary and Safety Codes to higher levels of authority for 
assistance to effect correction. 

. ¥oi\ra truly ^ 

' Joseph hersani 
/ / / • ' '  d 

« 
Copies to: 

1. Elliott McEldowney, Editor 
Hudson Valley Timea, Amen'.a, K»Y. 

2. Dr. Vernon B. link, Commiasloner 
Dept. of Health. Dutchess County 
Poughkeepsie, N.Y. 
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Mr. Richard Pelkey, Supervisor 
Town of Dover 
Town Hall 
Dover Plains, NY 12522 

Re: Town of Dover Refuse Disposal Site 
(Wingdale site) 

AN ORDER BY THE COMMISSIONER OF HEALTH OF DUTCHESS COUNTY 

Based upon facts and findings submitted to me, it has been determined that 
the above noted facility is being operated in contravention to Part 19 of the 
New York State Sanitary Code. Specifically, (1) Refuse is being deposited into 
surface waters in violation of Part 19.2 (a)(2);- (2) The dumping of refuse is 
not confined to an area which can be effectively maintained and operated in vio­
lation of Part 19.2 (a)(3); (3) Refuse is not being compacted and covered daily 
with six (6) inches of cover material in violation of Part 19.2 (a)(4); (4) Two 
feet of cover material has not been placed after the final deposit of refuse in 
violation of Part 19.2 (a)(4); (5) Effective means are not taken to control 
rodents and insects in violation of Part 19.2 (a)(5); (6) Fencing or other suit­
able means are not used to control windblown papers in violation of Part 19.2 
(a)(6). 

Based on the foregoing, you are hereby Ordered: 

I. THAT within ten (10) days from receipt of this Order all refuse mu6t be 
compacted and covered as required by Part 19. 

II. THAT within ten (10) days from receipt of this Order effective means 
must be taken to control rodents and insects. 

III. THAT within ten (10) days from receipt of this Order effective means 
must be taken to control windblown papers. 

IV. THAT within ten (10) days from receipt of this Order there must be 
placed a minimum of two feet of cover material over completed areas. 

V. THAT upon receipt of this Order all further deposition of refuse into 
surface waters must be discontinued. 

VI. THAT within ten (10) days from receipt of this Order, effective means 
be taken to prevent pollution of surface waters from that refuse already 
deposited into same. 
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VII. THAT within ten (10) days from receipt of this Order reftise shall be 
damped and confined to an easily manageable area, 

VIII. THAT upon fadldre.to abide by items I, II, III, IV, V, VI, VII, all 
operations shall cease and desist at said disposal site and its use 
discontinued for the disposal of refuse. 

Please Be Advised that failure to abide by this Order could result in the 
Commiesloner'assessing penalties in the maximum of one hundred (100.00) dollars 
for vidl&f doolof the Order and in the maximum of fifty (50.00) dollars for each 
violation of Part 19. 

The penalties may be applied for each day you are in violation. 

VERNON B. LINK, M.D. 
Commissioner of Health 
County of Dutchess 

DATED: April 11, 1972 
Poughkeepsie, New York 

vbl/dtr/sjd 
cc: Town of Dover Town Board 



QU-S" 

4>. ' «' 

Hr. Joseph Puchalik, WPRO 

D. Ruff 

Town of Dover Refuse Disposal Site - Wingdala 

November 14, 1973 

Attached is a case swssary report relative to the above. The 
T^f C RicS Petty. Tha site is leaasd by the 
Town snS%wned by Leo end Helen Mostadhetti, Wingdale, Hew York. 

wua nm-mnrTitrat-Himn of this Daoartmant involved in this Batter are 
Ellis Adas®, Waete Management Specialist; 
Sanitarian; Jack Hill, Acting Director of 
Service© and Stephen Redmond, M.D., Conaniaeioner of Health. 

As you are aware, thi© Department ie presently pursuing enforcement 
proceedings through the Supreme Court. 

Pictures of operations available on request. 

DTR/fbm 
Att. 

V. fi,U ^ 

i « ) n | ' \  » M "  +  ~ < A  

AWO. Mpt. 

r 



CASE SUMMARY REPORT ; ; ̂  ' 
, ..r, . ». . ; ..s -.»•-«• •- '-t-elvUdran " 

- • - - • p£ ppver Refuse Disposal (Wlngdale) 
- . ... - • #•. • • --*i -* r 

S/S/73 - Inepeetioffl V E. Adams indicates the following violatfcmsa « r: r 

IS.2(1) flpaa burning of wood and related material in a 88-gallon container. 

19.2(4) .Refuse net covered dally with at least 6 inches of cover material. 
Ccnpleted area© net properly covered. Refuse net properly contacted. 

19.2(8) Effective means not taken t© control flies, rodents, insects and 
; viadn. ' •i'jr y' • 

19.2(7) Salvaging of refose creating a problem. 

8/8/73 - Inspection by E. Adams indicates the following violations? 

19.2(4) Refuse not covered dally with at least 6 inches of cover material. 
. . ... Completed areas not properly covered. Fsfus© not properly compacted. 

i • 

19.2(8) Effective means not taken to control files, rodents, insects and vermin. 

19.2(7) Salvaging of refuse creating a problem. 

Site closed at tin® of inspection. ^ 

3/28/73 - Inspection by E. Adams indicates following violations? 

19.2(4) Refuse not covered daily with at .least 6 inches of cover material. 
Cca^leted areas not properly covered. Refuse not properly compacted. 

19.2(7) Salvaging of refuse creating a problem. 

Site closed at time of inspection. 

4/2/73 - Inspection by E. Adams indicates the following violations? 

19.2(4) Refuse not covered daily with at least 6 inches of cover material. 
Completed areas not properly covered. Refuse not properly spread and 
compacted. 

19.2(7) Salvaging of refuse creating a problem. 

4/II/IS - E. Adams and J. Hill had meeting with Town Supervisor and three members 
of Town Board to discuss operation and violation©. There was an agreement 
that site would be brought into compliance by May 21, 1973. 

4/26/73 - Inspection by E. Adama indicates the following violations? 

19.2(1) Open burning of refuse. 

19.2(4) Refuse not covered daily with at least 6 inches of cover material. 
Completed areas not properly covered. Refuse not properly compacted. 

19.2(7) Salvage of refuse creating a problem. 



6/18/73 - Inspection by E. Mem indicates the {following violation©! 

19.2(4) Relfosa not covered daily with at least 6 inched of cove? material. 
Completed fimss not ptopeiAy covered. ReAis® not properly eoapacted. 

19.2(7) Salvaging of refuse eranting a problem. 

Site elosad at tia® of inspection. 

6/6/73 •=• Ingestion by E. Adams indicates the following violations! 
»  '  .  *  •  .  -  . . . .  , •  . . .  

19.2(4) Refuse not covered daily with at least 6 inches of cover materiel. 
Completed ©seas not prepesly covered. ftefbse not properly eespaeted. 

19.2(7) Salvaging of xeftiss creating a problem. 

Site closed at time of inspection. 

6/12/78 - Infection hy E. Adams indicates fallowing violation©! 

19.2(4) Rafuss net covered daily with at least 6 inches of cover material. 
Conplertod areas not properly covered, ftefus® not properly covered. 
Revise not properly eespeetsd. 

19.2(7) Salvaging of refbse creating a problem. 

A copy of all inspection report© m© sent to the Town Supervisor & Town Board. 

6/15/73 - D. Ruff verified with Town Clerk that Leo and Helen Mo©tachatti, WingdaXe, 
Now York, are owner© of property. 

6/26/73 - Inspection by E. Adams and D. Ruff indicates the following violations! 

19.2(4) Completed areas not properly compacted and covered with 2 feet of 
cover material. Refuse not covered and e cap as ted daily. 

19.2(8) Means not taken to control files, rodents and insects. 

6/27/73 - Inspection by E. Adams indicate© the following violations! 

19.2(1) Presence of charred material indicate© open burning. 

19.2(3) Bumping permitted without proper control and supervision. 

19.2(4) Refuse net properly compacted aid covered daily. Completed a race 
not properly eenpaeted and covered with 2 fast of cover material. 

19.2(8) Effective mean© not taken to control flies, rodents and insects. 

19.2(7) Salvaging of refhse creating a problem. 

19.2(8) Site es^anaion into leaf swampy area without egproval. 

Site closed at time of inspection. 



7/tt/ft ~ Infection by E. Meats indicate© flawing violations* 

it.2(S) ^biasping ©f sefue© act confined t© m ,area which can be 
•• u.-; v » effectively naintained and epereted. ' ' • ; 

19.2(4) Rfifos© ratproperly eenpeated and covered daily. 'Cea$&et©d ? 
areas not properly compacted and covered. 

- - • •  -  - A ' * t  -* -•»»•. ...4-

1912(E) Effective nans net token to central file®, redeats find insects. 

19.2(7) Salvaging of reftae creating a prebLem. ,. 

19.1(b)r Reftaaa dtopatel ases being expended tot© an area net papproved for 
?  v , ^ „ . t h i ©  p u r p o s e .  A r e a  i s  e w a e p y .  • • • - * .  

Site ates elcssd at tiae of inspection. - --

7/1.8/ IB  -  Let te r  of eoaplaint fee® Joseph Berranl relative to operation and 
, aaistenance. 

• •'' 2. * *•» 

7/28/78 - Inspect loo by E. Adam indicates the Mhwini violations 

860.2(1) Evidence of ®n site burning. 

..860.2(2) -Safes© being deposited into surface water. 

860.2(8) Refuse net confined to an area which can Is© effectively operated 
and aaintafosd. M© supervision or fencing. 

960.2(4) Refass not ©exacted and covered daily. Refuse protruding 
~ through eeapletod areas. 

360.2(8) Effective neons not taken to control flies, rodents and other Insects. 

Site aossally closed but was open on 7/30/78 , a copy of inspection report sent 
t© Town Supervisor and Board. 

7/80/78 - Impaction by E« Masts isdictes the following violations: 

360.2(1) Evidence of on sit® burning. 

860.2(2) Refuse deposited toto surface water. 

860.2(3) Refuse not confined to an area which can ha effectively operated 
. and asintsinsd. 

860.2(4) Refee© not coapacta# and covered daily. Itefocs protruding through 
collated areas. 

860.2(8) Effective seans net taken to control rodent®, flies and other insects. 

860.2(7) Salvaging ©f refoga creating a nuisance. 

On 8/1/78 © copy ©f inopsetio® report sent to Tosm Supervisor and Tcwn Board. 



* / ¥ -

8/16/7$ • iMpastis® ^y E» fiadiaatec flteULcwiag vie&etiaasi 

86®°*<8) ** ®® ®t®e ""d* eeE *» Actively «p®wted and 

S<e'S(<) IS^WtJfawSf̂  81,1 €<WBS*< a*"y* RsftsB® PW®™SlBg th»uf̂  
63 /£ A A# AAA * -"*-'• 1.1 - '#:•. %:i • •' '.*7 "*...*''- '. *~ + '«-*•_) I "' 

360.2(5) Effective 8*886 not taken to control ro&ste, £LI©e end otterinsects. 

0a 9/19/n «f layettes repegt teat to Tom &$cot£m8- ft Board.*- < n,• ?t-

3/*2/78 - V ©• ferff asd fieecBgemiad by Br. Redsaod indicates following 

•'* * • •» ' ••• '<* - :•" '-T,-:. v.-,-,.v •-*v.v >4 .. , . ; ••. .. . , . r- -, • .... 

360.2(1) Evidence «f ©a site burning. 

860.2(a) MUM rot Mnflnei t® an SUM. which'can be aWtotiMly apamtei 
* " * *"' r> " ' • - ' '."J. , . *: -• 

M#'S(4) "? C"WeBM' *tty- ^ «* «« 

350.2(5) Effective saeene not taken to control rodents, flies sM otter insaetg. 

t .  T ^ E ^ S l f .  ? "  8 / 2 0 / 7 3  a  - w ' -  *"*<*»** eant 
f/5/7S - ^D* & E* Ada® and ccnfessnee with Stperviee? Pelfey 

and Highway Superintendent Anderson. See attached ns&arandums.en eJwferone® 
. : Violations was® as fellewa: - conroronee. 

360.2(4) properly effl^eetad end covered daily, iteftee protruding througi completed area®.  ̂ "s 

360.2(5) Effective saane not taken t© control rodents, Siea end other insects. 

On 9/6/73 espy of inspection report seat to Town Supervisor ft T®m Board. 

9/12/73 - Infection by E. Adams indicate® fallowing violatienos 

360.2(2) - Rfifuce deposited into low swampy area. 

360.2(3) - Refuse not confined to an area which can ba effectively ooaratRd »nA 
maintained. Ho supervision or fencing. 03 operated and 

860.2(4) « not properly compacted and coversd. Safuea protruding through 
completed areas. Ioproper slopes on completed areas. 

360.2(7) - Salvaging of refuse creating a nuieane®. 

OnrSeptemher 24 „ 19n espy ®£ infection roport eont to Tean Supervioar ft Beard. 
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9A9/78 ~ twpeetioa by E. Adaas'telisafeesi' fallowing vie&atiens* 
860.2(1) Evidence «f ea cit* tarefttg. 
869<>2(3 ) Raftae aofc oesf&fsd t© an eses whiefe can be effectively operated 

eftd malnsalxtod. . ' 
_ „ - '  • ' •  • t t- •  3 " *7V ' I •• 
360.2(4; Mtf@ adt propesSy'oeapeetsd and covered daily. Refuse protending 

360.2(1) £££Ssetfiwe BKBOI Bflt to wnMS. ntots, fllea and utiwr insects. 
860.2(7) Salvaging of rafiseo ^seating a rodtsaisso. 
©a 1&/L/S& e^py of iaspeettea ^pest a®6 to Tasna Stperoisd? & Beard. 

19/2/?$ - Sssp&atiaa by E. Man indicate© fte&lmiag vi«4ati®n©» 

860.2(8) — Stsf^agnat &4ffi#Hfl^leagggrfeftBBaflffiiliffli8rtAa«iq&ai irfftwWBftHy operated 
sag Baintfiiissd. 

960.2(4) - Itefua© not prapstSy eespseted and epverad daOp& Rafuse protending 
through cesplsted areas. Cespleted areas not prop«rly finished. 

360.2(8) Effective means not taken to control s^deat®, fits® and other incests. 

360.2(7) Salvaging of refbse creating a nuisance. 

On 10/12/73 espy of inspection report sent to Town Supervisor 8 Board. 

10/11/73 - Xnepsetien by E. Mane indicate© the following violetionei 

860.2(1) Burning at tiaa of inspection and evidence of en site burning. 

860*2(3) Refuse not confined to an area which eon be effectively operated and 
maintained. 

360.3(4) Refuse not properly compacted and covered daily. Refuse protruding 
through completed areas. Xnpropar slopes on coepleted areas. 

860.2(5) Effective maan® not taken to control rodents, flies and other inBects. 

360.2(7) Salvaging of refuse creating a nuisance. 

In speetion report in process of being sent t© Tean Supervisor & Board. 

11/5/78 - Inspection by E« Adams indicates the f©llm?ing violationsi 

360.2(3) Refuse is not confined t© an area which can be effectively operated 
and maintained. 

860.2(4) Reftie® is not properly eeapacted and covered daily. Rsfuae protruding 
through eeapleted areas. 



I 

• ^ »v*» 'r* .'-Vf. •-
* "A.-*- " t * • '<> v v- *r • -, v • j. y -

.. .,-v. •• . • •• • • - -
:•. • v. • -• • ,•-. * j - l -. '*'..• • 

469.2(8) K^feetive t&ana er® not tafcant© control rodents, file® and other 

it O "• 

% V 

z7 // 

.v VV 

. : ?' ' 

. » - 440*3(6) Slatting paper is a £re1>ltta. 

469.2(7) Salvaging of refuse to creating a nuisance* 

m ingestion report in process of bolng sent to Item Supervisor ft Town Board. 
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P O U G M K E E R 5 I E .  N .  Y .  1 2 S O !  

Mr. Richard Pelkey, Supervisor 
Town of Dover Town Board 
Town Hall, Town of Dover 
Wingdale, New York 12594 

Re: Town of Dover Refuse Disposal Site 
V. Wingdale 

An Order Bv The Commissioner of Health of Dutchess County 

Based upon facts and findings by representatives of this Department 
submitted to and reviewed by me it has been determined that the Town of Dover 
Refuse Disposal Site, Wingdale. is and has been operated and maintained in 
non-conformance with'Part 360 Title 6. NYCKR. the New York State Conservation 
Law anu the Public Health Law of the State of New York and in a manner which 
can cause a public health nuisance and hazard and be detrimental to the environ 
tnent. 

Specifically, the disposal site has been expanded into areas which 
have not been approved for the disposal of refuse, dumping of refuse has not 
been confined to an area which can be effectively maintained and operated 
and controlled effectively by supervision, signs, fencing or equally effective 
means, the refuse has not heen covered and compacted properly and daily and 
completed areas have not heen properly compacted and covered with at least 
two feet of suitable cover material and in a manner to allow for effective 
surface water drainage, and effective means have not been taken to control 
flies. rodents, insects and other vermin. 

Based upon the foregoing and according to the Part 360 NYCRR, the 
Conservation Lav; of the State of New York and the Public Health Law of the 
State of New York and the power invested to me by same, you are hereby Ordered: 

I. THAT on or before April 12, 1974 to submit to me for review 
and approval engineering plans, reports and specifications 
showing the suitability of the present site for refuse disposal 
and how the proposed method of operation will conform to all 
applicable laws and rules and regulations and procedures for 
proper management and operation of a sanitary landfill. 

v l Kx  

sf SI?al2b 
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II. THAT on or before Mnreli 22. 1974 to properly compact all 
existing exposed refuse and cover in a satisfactory manner. 

III. THAT on or be fore March 29. 1974 to properly cover, grade 
and seed all completed areas. Covering is to be done 
mith an acceptable cover material other than the cover 
that 2.0 presently used. 

IV. THAT immediately upon receipt of this order to confine 
all refuse dumping to an area which can be effectively 
maintained and operated and to properly compact and 
cover all refuse daily. 

V. THAT there is to be no further expansion of the disposal 
site until approval has been granted to do so by this 
Department and the Nee York State Department of Environ­
mental Conservation. 

VI. THAT immediately upon receipt of this Order to take effective 
means to control and eliminate any rodent, insect and vermin 
problems. 

Please Be Advised that after review by this Department of said engineer­
ing plans, reports and specifications, you will be so notified of their approval 
or disapproval. 

Be further Advised that upon your failure to abide by this Order, the 
Commissioner of Health according to the Public Health Lav; of the State of Mew 
York may assess penalties against you in the maximum of five hundred dollax*s 
(500.00) for violation of the Order, the penalties being applied for each day 
you are in violation and may enter upon the premises to which said Order 
relates and suppress or remove the nuisances or other matters. The expense 
of suppression or removal of a nuisance or conditions detrimental to health 
shall he paid by the owner or occupant of the premises, or by the person who 
caused or maintained such nuisance or other matters. 

Any variance request to the above noted schedule must be substantiated 
in writing. . 

Dated: March 5, 1974 I 0 
Commissioner of Health 
County of Dutchess Poughkcepsie, N.Y. 
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NLW r(W STATE DEPARTMENT Of ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION 

I 
vU^ej,the Environmental Conservation Law, Article 27, Title 7, Part 260 

FACIUTV WO, 

0547 
CBPIftATION OATE 

Mp?rq?i 3*» A9B3— 

• CONSTRUCTION 
E OPERATION 

B INITIAL ISSUE 
• RENEWAL 

0 REISSUA 
• MODIFICATION 

1 ISSUED TO ADDRESS OF pleasant Ridge Road TELEPHONE NO. 

"Town of Dover Wingdale, N.Y. 12594 914-832-6839 
(K ATI ON OF PROJECT 
•pown 

Dover 
County 

202 Mamaroneck Ave. 
Dutchess 

SCRIPT ION OF PROJECT • ON-SITE SUPERVISOR 

Sanitarv Landfill George Medcalf 
G E N E R A L  C O N D I T I O N S  

1. The permittee shall file in the office of the Environmental Conser­
vation Region specified above, a notice on intention to commence 
work at least 48 Hours in advance ol the lime of commencement and 
shall also notify said office promptly in writing id the completion 
of the work. 

4. 

2. The permitted work shall be subject to inspection by an authorized 
representative of the Department ol Environmental Conservation who 
may order the work suspended if the public interest so requires. 

3. As a condition of the issuance of this permit, the applicant has ac­
cepted expressly, by the execution ol the application, the full legal 
responsibility for all damages, direct or indirect, of whatever nature, 
and by whomever suffered, arising out ol the protect described herein 
and has agreed to Indemnify and save harmless the Slate from suits, 
actions, damages and costs of every name and description resulting 
from the said project. 

All work carried out under this permit shall conform to the approved 
plans and specifications. Any amendments must be approved by the 
Department ol Environmental Conservation prior to their Implemen­
tation. 

S. The permittee Is responsible for obtaining any other permits, a^ 
provals, easements and rights-of-way which may be required for 
this protect. 

6. By acceptance of this permit, the permittee agrees that f' ...unit Is 
contingent upon strict compliance with Part' 360 and the special 
conditions. Any variances granted by the Department of Environmental 
Conservation to Part 360 must be in vjHIing and attached hereto. 

\ V-.v 

S P E C I A L  C O N D I T I O N S  c 

The Town of Dover Landfill is to accept only residential and commercial refuse. The 
landfill will not accept abandoned cars, liquid or chemical wastes, sludges, pathogenic, 
explosive or other types of hazardous wastes. 

Sand and gravel is not to be used as bover material. 

No further horizontal expansion j/eyond the present boundaries of the landfill is to 
take place. V 
Slopes are to be maintained at a maximum grade of 1 vertical to 3 horizontal. 

An operating plan should be fcrfmhlated within six (6) months to conform with the approved 
plans and specifications. ^The^plan should include on-site guidance and grade stakes to 
assist the operator. f\Vy 

During the life of the landfill, an annual report shall be submitted to the New York 
State Department of Environmental Conservation, Region 3 Office, including as a 
minimum, volume of waste processed, remaining capacity and information to demonstrate 
that the landfill is o^erpting in conformance with approved plans and specifications. 

A variance from the following sections of Part 360, 6NYCRR is granted: 
(a) Section 360.8(a)(12): Adequately heated and lighted shelters for operating 

personnel shall be provided for the facility. A safe drinking water supply, 
sanitary toilet facilities, and telephone or radio communication shall be 
provided. 

(b) Section 360.8(a)(14): Shelter for mobile equipment shall be provided for routine 
maintenance and repair. 

SSUE DATE ISSUINC OFFICER SIGNATURE 

S 



~ • r 
SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

No later than six (6) months prior to completion of the landfill site, a ^tailed 
closure plan shall be submitted to the New York State Dept. of Environmental 
Conservation, Region 3 Office, f 



May 14, 1979 

Mr. Augustine O'Neill, Supervisor 
Town of Dover 
Pleasant Ridge Road 
Wingdale 9 New York 12594 

Re: Town of Dover Solid Waste 
Management Facility 

Dear Supervisor O'Neill; 

This will confirm the results of our meeting and joint inspection 
of your landfill on May 11, 1979. The following items refer to 
items on the attached facility Inspection Report: 

(1) Leachate stair® were visible at various points 
around the periphery of the site. It was agreed 
that these areas will be packed with impervious 
material and seeded to prevent the persistence of 
this problem. 

(7), (11), (23), (24), (25), (27), (28): These items all 
relate to the feet that the equipment on-site has been 
down for repair, and the rubber-tired front end loader 
used in the interior is not adequate. In the future, 
you are strongly urged to rent an adequate replacement 
bulldozer for compaction and covering. 

(8) Refuse protrudes at various places on the site. It was 
agreed that the operator will dress-up these areas when 
the new cover material arrives on site. 

(10) Be advised that, as discussed, the first sample jchecked 
at the Polumbo gravel bank and the second sample checked 
at the Vincent Farm are acceptable to replace the unacceptable 
sand presently used for cover. The sample at Vincent Farm 
is preferable. 



2 )  

Your prompt attention in correcting the enumerated problems is appreciated. 
Should you have any questions, please call the writer at 485 - 9707. 

Very truly yours, 
Jack R. Hill, 
Public Health Administrator 

by: 
Robert J. Vrana, 
Asst. Public Health Engr. 

jrh/rjv/lb Div. of Environ. Health Services 

>&eptable 
^cent Farm 
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April 4, 1980 

Mr. Augustine O'Neillj, Supervisor 
Town of Dover 
Pleasant Ridge Road 
Wingdale , N.Y. 12594 

Re: Town of Dover 
Solid Waste Management Facility 

Dear Mr. O'Neill: 

Attached is a copy of a Facility Inspection Report for an inspection 
of your landfill conducted April 4, 1980. As indicated in this 
report and the previous Inspection report of March 27, 1980, very 
significant operational problems have developed, the most serious 
being the quality of cover material and the subsequent problems 
caused-' by this material relative to proper daily cover. 

In addition to these listed violations of Part 360, "Solid Waste 
Management Facilities" your attention is directed to Special Condi­
tions #2, #4 and #5 of your Permit to Operate, issued April 20, 1979. 
It is apparent from the two referenced inspections -that the Town of 
Dover Is in direct violation of these special conditions, conditions 
which the Town had agreed to prior to issuance of this permit. 

Accordingly, it is requested that a meeting be held at the site among 
yourself, the site operator, Ellis Adam and the writer, both of this 
Department, and the site engineer Ronald Friedman. Please call the 
writer once a mutually convenient data for the Town and Mr. Friedman 
have been established. 

Very truly yours, 
Jack R. Hill, 
Public Health Administrator 

by: 
Robert J. Vrana, 
Asst. Public Health Engr. 
Div. of Environ. Health Services Jrh/rjvAb 

ee: E. Adama 
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NEW YORK STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION 

DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT 
FACILITY INSPECTION REPORT 

LEACHATE 
1. Leachate Is entering surface water. 
2. Leachate Is known to be contravening groundwater standards. 
3. Refuse Is being placed Into water, 

BURNING -
4. Refuse Is burning without permit or not under permit conditions. 
5. There is evidence of unapproved previous burning. 

COVER 
6. Previous days refuse Is not covered, 
7. Refuse Is protruding through dally, Intermediate or final cover. 
8. Intermediate or final cover Is not In place or improperly applied. 

GRADING 
9. Depressions, ponding, cracked cover, rystopes sieepei Mia 11 3 ID ITEts 

10. Vegetative cover Is missing or Inadequald'Ui lumplutud uwus. "" 
11. Soil erosion or other drainage problems exist. 

SEPARATION DISTANCES „ 
12. Refuse Is closer than 50 feet to site boundaries. 
13. Refuse Is being placed less than 5 feet above groundwater or bedrock. 
14. Refuse Is being placed too close to surface water. 

rvr NUISANCE CONDITIONS 
15. Odors are detectable off site. 

Blowing dust or dirt Is a nuisance. 
Papers ate unsentrallad or are blowing off-site. 
MethanekgaaJaJauBMrto be leaving the site. 

16. 
17. 
18. 
19. Noise, is a nuisance off-site. 

«•> 

3? 
CO 

OPERATION CONTROL 
20. Operation Permit conditions are being violated. (List violations) 

Refuse is not sufficiently confined or controlled. 
Refuse is spread In layers thicker than 2 feet. 
Refuse Is not compacted or compacted Insufficiently. 
The Working face height Is greater than 10 feet. 
Equipment on the site is not adequate for proper operation. 

21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 

SAFFfY AND HEALTH 
26. Salvaging Is uncontrolled or Is creating a nuisance. 
27. Rodents, insects, birds, or other vectors are not controlled. 
28. Unsafe conditions or equipment exist. (List items) 

ACCESS CONTROL 
29. Access to the site is Improper, unsafe, or inadequately controlled. 
30. The site is open without an attendant. 
31. Information about the Site is not posted, (e.g., hours of operation) 
32. Access to the operating area Is poor or unsafe. 

OTHER i ; 
33. Uncontrolled leachate Is visible on, or near the site. 
34. The quality of cover material Is Inadequate. 
35. The working face 1$ steeper than a 3 to 1 slope. 
36. Monitoring wells are not operative. 
37. Unapproved wastes have been deposited since last Inspection. 
38. Operator Is unfamiliar with site boundaries, operation plan or permit' 

*'•- conditions. 

MARK BOXES WITH "X" ONLY IF ANSWER OS YES 
INSPECTORS COPT 

FACILITY NAME 

AL­

LOCATION 

T- A 
PERSONS INTERVIEWED & TITLES 

^ 

rSq, "»• 

SITE SKETCH/COMMENTS (additional sheets attached • YES • NO) , ,. . 
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DUTCHESS COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT 

MEMORANDUM 

RF.CD 
flW " ' 

DU I t ' 
HEALTH DE.PT 

TO: J. R. Hill 

FROM: Capowski 

Radiological Search, Town of Dover Landfill 

February 4, 1982 

SUBJECT: 

DATE: 

On this date Ellis Adams and I met with Town of Dover Councilman 
George Morse and Town of Dover Landfill operator Ed Finley to radiologically 
search an area of the landfill that received a trash shipment from a hospital 
in Westchester County or Connecticut. The search was made with an Eberline 
PRM-6 Pulse Rate Meter having a SPA-3 Scintillation Probe Assembly. The re­
sult of the search was negative for radiological material. 

There is in the Town of Dover landfill, another area of concern to 
Mr. Morse that was not searched due to excessive mud. This area will be examined 
as soon as the ground becomes either frozen or dry. You will be advised of my 
findings at that time. The landfill operator has been instructed not to disturb 
this area until it is checked. 

WSC:bal 
cc: E. Adams 

D. Ruff 

DC: ADM 7 
HD - 131 



DUTCHESS COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT 

ORANDUM 

TO: J. R. Hil 
FROM: 
SUBJECT: 
DATE: February 18, 1982 

W. S. Capovaski 
Town of'Dover Land-Fill 

A radiological search was completed on the remaining area 
of the Town of Dover Landfill as described in my memo of 2/4/82. 
Today's search was negative for radiological material. 

WSC:bal 
cc: E. Adams 

D. Ruffe-

DC: ADM 7 
HD-KH 



DUTCHESS COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT 
fff/kwit. ffu-ll 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Ed Cassidy 

FROM: Ellis W. Adams 

SUBJECT: T. Dover Closed Landfill 

DATE: November 2, 1984 

In June 1983, the Dover landfill closed to the public. Since 
that time, this Department has been endeavoring to get the 
site properly closed. 

We have not been successful. We have contacted, by phone, 
Otto Sprossel, Supervisor, several times with nothing being 
done. 

Besides our responsibilities, we have received several com-^ 
plaints from the property owners, Helen and Leo Mastrochetti 
(832-6146 after 4 p.m.) from whom the Town leased the site. 
Their complaints are relative to the site not having been 
closed properly. 

Mr. Sprossel's address is: High View Drive, Wingdale, 12594. 
Home phone: 832-6243; work phone 832-6611. 

I would like to recommend, rather than legal action, a threat­
ening letter with deadline for action or DEC will follow with 
legal action. 

EWA:ds 
c c :  f i l e  

D C : A D M  7  
HD 131 



I rj 5 

PINAL REPORT 

WATER RESOURCES STUDY FOR DUTCHESS COUNTY 

for 

Dutchess County Department of Planning 

a 

by 

Robert G. Gerber 
Consulting Civil Engineer and Geologist 

Ash Point Road 
South Harpswell, Maine 04079 

June 1982 





•H 

Geologic 
Unit 
Code 

s 

9 

b 

t 

1 

Soil Type 

thin sand and gravel 

thick sand and gravel 

thin soil over rock 

thick silty till 

lacustrine clay-silt 

Natural 
Recharge 

Rate 

0.74 gpm/acre 

0 . 9 3  g p m / a c r e  

0 . 3 5  g p m / a c r e  

0.17 gpm/acre 

0 . 1 2  g p m / a c r e  

Allowable 
Dwellings 
Per Acre 

1 .6  

2 . 0  

0 . 7 5  

0 . 4  

0 . 2 5  

Allowable 
Acres per 
Dwelling 

PORMULA FOR CALCULATING ALLOWABLE DENSITIES: 

0 . 6  

0 . 5  

1. 3 

2 . 7  

4 . 0  

^"nitrate * *"b + -Cs * * d, 

Cnitrate is 5he resultant concentration of nitrat* 
water as a result of subsurfa^o ltrat<v nitrogen in ground 
maximum acceptable . 10 ™/f SeWa96 dl3Posal systems, 

cb is the background concentration of nitrata 

which is equal to about n 3* m /? ? °9en in ground water, 
forested a?ea °'25 m9/1 "P""8 P« million) in a 

" I' 7 ̂ «e-=h1̂ e1ron̂ arî t-e1tnrm l̂SePtiC 

is tbe -^rofle3SSf^jfo^^rL%r v -<* <. e^i 

d a - sjiSu-sssraiys bsa 
algebraically dwellings per acre which is derived 

9 

\a) 
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BPPROCK AQUIFER INDEX - WATER RESOURCES PLANNING, DUTCHESS COUNTY, MY 

Carbonate Rocks (AQUIFER NOS. 40-81) 

SYMBOL BEDROCK FORMATION 

Oba Balmville 
oew Wappinger Croup 
Ow Copake 
ew Briarcliff/Pine Plains 
es Stissing 

oest Stockbridge 

ROCK TYPES 

Limestone 
Limestone, Dolostone, Shale 
Limestone, Dolostone, Siltstone 
Dolostone, Shale, Oolite 
Dolostone, Shale 
Marble 

BEDROCK AQUIFER NUMBERS and ASSOCIATED ROCK TYPE SYMBOLS 

40 0€w; minor Oba 
41 oew 
42 oew 
43 oew 
44 oew 
45 Oew; minor Oba 
46 06w; minor Oba 
47 oew; minor Oba 
48 oew 
49 oew 
so oew 
51 oew; minor Oba 
52 0€w 
53 oew 
54 oew 
55 oew 
56 Oew; minor Oba 
57 ?0ba? 

66 ow, ew 
67 Oba, Ow 
68 Oba 
69 Oba 
70 Oba 
71 Oba 
72 Oba 
73 oest 
74 oest 
75 oest 
76 oest 
77 oest 
78 oest 
79 oest 
80 oest 
81 oest 

60 Oba, ew 
61 Ow, ew 
62 es 
63 Ow, ew, 
64 ew. es 
65 Ow, ew 

Page 3 of 6 
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Series 1939. No. 23 

Issued December 1935 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Soil Conoervation Service 
In cooperation with the 

CORNELL UNIVERSITY AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION 





66 SOIL SURVEY SERIES 1939, NO. 23 

_ The soil is best suited to pasture or to a 5- or 6-year rotation con­
sisting of at least 4 years of hay and not more than 1 year of inter­
tilled crops. Alfalfa is well suited and should be included in seeding 
mixtures for long-term hay. Birdsfoot trefoil may prove equally well 
suited to hay mixtures and better suited to pastures. The lime re­
quirement of the soil is low, but crops respond to phosphorus. 

Dover fine sandy loam, ledgy rolling phase (5-15% slopes) 
(Del.—Many outcrops of crystalline limestone characterize this very 
shallow soil that developed from shallow deposits of glacial till and 
materials weathered from the underlying crystalline limestone bed­
rock. The principal rock constitutcnt of the glacial till is crystalline 
limestone, which weathers easily into a fine sandy loam. Other rock 
materials present in smaller quantity are schist, quartzite, slate, and 
gneiss. 

The soil occurs on low hills and knolls that seldom rise more than 
100 feet above the floor of the Harlem Valley. The relief is 
uneven. White sand is common on the surface where a rock outcrop 
is disintegrating. Where the surface of an outcrop joins the soil, 
several inches of disintegrating sandy material lie upon the soil. 
Both surface and internal drainage are good. 

Beneath a pasture sod, the surface soil is a dark coffee-brown mellow 
or fluffy finely granular fine sandy loam, neutral or alkaline, well 
penetrated with grass roots, and about 9 inches thick. From 9 down 
to 17 inches, the subsoil is strongly alkaline, mellow, brown fine sandy 
loam. Below 17 inches to a depth of 21 inches the subsoil is light 
yellowish-brown fine sandy loam that is friable, mellow, and slightly 
calcareous. Below 21 inches and extending to 26 inches is strongly 
calcareous very liglit-gray fine sand, which rests on the crystalline 
limestone bedrock. Roots penetrate all layers but are most abundant 
in the surface soil. 

The soil varies chiefly in depth. Outcrops of the underlying 
limestone are numerous, but in pockets between them the average 
depth of soil is about 24 inches. Nevertheless, the layers of bedrock 
are tilted on edge, and in pockets between outcrops the soil may be 
as much as 4 feet deep. The soil is moderately eroded in most areas. 
A few small included areas have been severely eroded. 

Use and management.—The cultivated areas of this soil are shal­
low but contain fewer outcrops than normal for the entire soil. They 
are used principally for hay grown in rotation with corn and oats. 
From 10 to 12 tons of manure and 300 to 400 pounds of 20-percent 
superphosphate an acre are usually applied for corn, and 150 to 
200 pounds of superphosphate for oats. Timothy, red clover, and al­
falfa, the principal hay crops, are maintained from 3 to 5 years and 
then pastured 1 or 2 years before plowing. Top dressings of manure 
are sometimes applied to hay crops to maintain the stands longer. 
The soil is inclined to be droughty. Yields vary with the quantity of 
rainfall during the growing season. Cultivable areas like these are 
exceptions; the soil normally cannot be cultivated and is pastured 
(pi. 3, A). 

Permanent pasture is generally good during early spring and very 
poor after July 15. Canada and Kentucky bluegrasses, redtop, 
On/1 VT7 llrl loll Itrt AlAirnn 11_. _1 1 . l 1 • ,1 I . 1 . C * 

DUTCHESS COUNTY, NEW YORK 67 

aster, wild carrot, and other weeds grow in the poorest pastures, and 
some brushy growth of hardhack, redcedar, and hawthorn is en­
croaching. Pastures need phosphorus but no lime. 

The forests are young, and the stands are irregular. Redcedar, 
usually the dominant tree, occurs with some gray and white birches, 
locust, hard maple, and wild cherry. Redcedar and brush soon invade 
idle areas. 

Dover fine sandy loam, ledgy hilly phase (15-30% slopes) 
(DB).—More strongly sloping and hilly areas associated with the 
ledgy rolling phase are occupied by this soil. The relief is irregular. 
Outcrops of distintegrating white limestone are conspicuous and 
somewhat more numerous than on less steeply sloping phases of Dover 
fine sandy loam. About 25 percent of this soil has been severely 
eroded; tlie rest, moderately eroded. The light fluffy surface soil, the 
shallowness of the profile, and the irregularity of relief makes danger 
of erosion great. Cultivation is extremely difficult and usually results 
in serious KISS of soil. 

The profile in moderately eroded areas is similar to that of the ledgy 
rolling phase. The surface soil in severely eroded areas is composed 
principally of subsoil material; it is light brown and about 6 inches 
thick. The subsoil, a light yellowish-brown fine sandy loam, extends 
to a depth of 12 inches. Below 12 inches lies a 4- or 5-inch layer off 
disintegrated bedrock, a light-gray fine sand that rests on the solid 
white limestone. 

Use and management.—This soil is mostly in pasture and forest. 
Pasture is good in the spring but poor in summer. The bluegrass, 
redtop and wild white clover soag are usually heavy. About a 
fourth of the pasture is on eroded areas, and erosion is still active in 
places. Light applications of manure or phosphate would probably 
improve the pasture so it could hold the soil, but most pastures are not 
fertilized. The soil is droughty, and in dry seasons tne vegetation is 
severely damaged. The forest is young and consists of the same 
species as are on the ledgy lolling phase. 

Dover fine sandy loam, ledgy steep phase (30-45% slopes) 
(DD).—This soil has steep irregular slopes and many outcrops of the 
underlying rock. Areas vary from 2 to 70 acres in size. 

The profile in the moderately eroded areas (65 percent of the phase) 
is generally similar to that of the ledgy rolling phase but thinner over 
lied rock in most places. The present surface soil in pastures is about 5 
inches deep and grayish brown. Beneath the surface soil is about 3 
inches of light yellowish-brown friable fine sandy loam subsoil, which 
rests at a depth of about 8 inches on very liglit-grav fine sand from 
disintegrated limestone. The solid bedrock normally occurs at * "'is 
of 10 to 15 inches. 7^ 

Use and management.—Under forest this soil appears to b it, »i-
lized; slips develop only where forest is pastured. This soil*>S st 
used for forest in most places. Redcedar comes in rapidly an ie 
dominant species. Gray and white birches, white pine, black st, 
and maple are also present. The forest is all young, which ii.. es 
that the soil was probably cleared at one time. Erosion is active in 
most, mistures. The sod is not, honvv enoiurh to hold the soil: snrfnen 
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Use and management.—Cultivated areas of these soils are used and 
managed much like the associated better drained soils such as Hoosic 
gravelly loam, nearly level and undulating phases. A few areas are 
used for orchards, however, and alfalfa is not commonly used in the 
hay seedings. A timothy-redtop-alsike mixture, or timothy alone, is 
most commonly sown for hay. Yields are not much lower than those 
on the Hoosic soil. Vegetables are grown successfully on some areas. 

Old hay meadows are frequently used for pasture and give fair to 
good yields of timothy, clover, and redtop, together with some weeds, 
plaintain, devils-paintbrush, and wild strawberry. A few old pas­
tures are run-out and poor and support manyweeds and some timothy, 
redtop, poverty oatgrass, and ouacRgrass. The few forested areas are 
lnaJ"'y tulip-popular, hard and soft maples, and black birch. 

The chief management needs of these soils are use of lime and phos­
phorus and planting of hay mixtures that include a long-lived legume, 
such as Ladmo clover, that will tolerate imperfect drainage. 

Carlisle muck (0-2% slopes) (CA).—Most of this deep alkaline 
muck occurs in the limestone or calcareous sandstone areas or along 
streams flowing from the limestone regions. Probably the largest 
areas are those along the Swamp River in the southeastern part of the 
county. These may be 120 to 185 acres in size but are usually 30 to 
45 acres. The mineral soil in the muck came chiefly from limestone 
or calcareous sandstone. 

The upper 14 inches is black friable granular slightly acid well-
decomposed orgamc material. Below 14 inches to a depth of 28 
inches the muck is very dark brown, lumpy, and weakly acid to neu­
tral. Below 28 inches down to depths of 3 or 4 feet occurs brown 
partly decomposed sedge and woody peat, somewhat mottled and 
slightly alkaline. Beneath the peat are bluish-gTay fine sandy loams 
or silts that are alkaline, firm, and friable. 

Included with Carlisle muck are a few small areas, 2 to 10 acres 
in size, of alkaline muck that are comparatively shallow and underlain 
by marl. 

Use and management.—The small cultivated areas of this soil are 
ditched and used mainly for corn. The forested areas support mainly 
hardwoods. If areas of this muck could be adequately drained, they 
would be among the most productive and valuable in the county. 
Outside this county Carlisle muck is used intensively for such high 
value crops as celery, onions, carrots, and other vegetables. To date 
adequate drainage of most areas in this county has not been feasible! 

Chagrin silt loam (0-3% slopes) (Co).—This is the most extensive 
soil of the Chagrin series. It occurs throughout the county. Small 
areas (2 to 15 acres) are in the western part of the county in the 
region where the soils have developed chiefly from glacial drift 
containing relatively large amounts of calcareous sandstone materials, 
lhey occur in the lake-plain region and in the smaller limestone 
valleys. In Harlem Valley the areas are generally larger (5 to 40 
acres). The soil ^occurs on nearly level first bottoms adjacent to 
streams. It is well-drained, alkaline in the subsoil, slightly acid to 
medium acid at the surface, and suited to most crops commonly grown 
in the county. 1 

DUTCHESS COUNTY, NEW YORK 

The surface soil to a depth of 11 inches in cultivated fiel' 
brown, friable, and of fine granular or crumb structure; 
slight grayish-brown cast when dry and a medium orgai 
content. From 11 down to 24 inches is a lighter brown to; 
brown friable silt loam of good crumb structure. Down to 
the soil is slightly to medium acid and has an abundance 
The subsoil below 24 and continuing to a depth of 36 inchet 
friable light silt loam that breaks up into large irregular 1 
that are soft, friable, and alkaline. Below 36 inches an 
brown stratified sands and gravel that are firm in place, stn 
and alkaline. Roots are present throughout the profile 
abundant at depths of less than 12 inches. The grayish-bro 
fled sands and gravel occur at the normal waterdevel of tht 
streams. 

Use amd management.—Approximately 56 percent of CI 
loam is cultivated, and 30 percent is pastured. Although 
areas are potential cultivated land, they are usually small 
erally are associated with soils less well suited to cultivat 
vegetation in the forested areas consists mainly of elm, sc 
oak, sycamore, willow, hickory, and basswood. Some ha' 
white and black ash, and birch are also present 

The cultivated areas are used intensively for corn, oats, 
and in some areas for vegetables. Regular rotations are not 
Many farms use no fertilizer because the soil is sufficiently 
produce good yields. Manure is usually applied for corn or 
Small quantities of commercial fertilizer are used on the wma 
in vegetables (sweet corn, beans, tomatoes, beets, ftnd carrot 
seedings include timothy, timothy and rea clover, or alfal 
etable yields are high, especially where adequate commercial 
is used. 

Most of the pasture is rotated with tilled crops, but a' 
fourth is permanent. Pasture vegetation includes wild wh 
Canada and Kentucky bluegrasses, timothy, red clover, i 
percentages of quackgross and other weeds. The pasture 
well grazed, well managed, and more productive for a grt 
of the summer than that on most other soils. 

Chagrin gravelly loam, alluvial fan phase (&-5% dopes 
This inextensive soil occurs principally in the eastern ps 
county along the edge of the major valleys where the stre 
the steeper uplands enter. It is usually in fan-shaped i 
narrow end of each area pointing upstream. Texture is vr 
is lighter and more gravelly at the narrow end of the fan or 
at the mouth. Inasmuch us the channels of these l ,i 
shallow, the soil is subject to more frequent flooring tl b 
loam. Relief is gently sloping from the narrow end o ,» :: 
the tip, and drainage is good. 

The soil profile is similar to that of Chagrin silt 1 ? 
the lighter texture of the surface soil and the preset 
all parts. The soil is also more open and porous througuvU 
fertile. The apparent organic content of the surface so 
Surface and internal drainage are good. The soil is allml 
average depth of 24 inches. Included are few areas in th< 
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DUTCHESS COUNTY A 3 

ID HO COMMUNITY WATER SYSTEM POPULATION SOURCE 
Muatsipal Community 

1  A m n i o  W a t e r  D i s t r i c t  0\  1 0 0 0 .  W e l l s  
2  A n n a n d a l e  W a t e r  C o m p a n y  1 0 0 8 *  "  W e l l s  
3  A t l a s  W a t e r  C o m p a n y  1 3 0 0 . "  " w e l l s  
A  B e a c o n  C i t y  ( S e e  a l s o  N o  3  - w e n s  

P u t n a m  C o )  5 0 0 0 ,  .  , M t .  B e a c o n  f t  H e l z f n g a  R e s e r v o i r s ,  

5  B e e k m a n  C o u n t r y  C l u b  3 0 0 ,  .  . W e l T s ' *  
6  B r e t t v i e w  A c r e s  W a t e r  C o m p a n y .  .  .  . ' . 9 2 0 . '  !  ! w e l l s  
7  B r i n k e r h o f f  W a t e r  C o m p a n y  3 5 0 0 .  .  . W e l l s  
8  C e n t r a l  W a p p l r t g e r  i m p r o v e m e n t  A r e a .  . 1 8 0 0 .  . '  . W e l l s  
9  D e e r f i e l d  E s t a t e s  W a t e r  D i s t r i c t .  .  .  9 0 0 .  . W e l l s  

1 0  D o g w o o d  K n o l l s  6 0 0 .  .  w e l l s  
1 1  D o v e r  P l a i n s  W a t e r  C o m p a n y  * 1 5 0 0 . "  !  ! w e l l s  
1 2  D o v e r  R i d g e  E s t a t e s  6 0  W e l l s  
1 3  D u t c h e s s  E s t a t e s  I n c  7 0 0 *  '  W e l l s  iu Fishkin village : . ; ; : ;6ooo: : :wH!I 
1 5  F l e e t w o o d  M a n o r  W a t e r  D i s t r i c t .  .  .  8 5 0  W e l l s  
1 6  G r a n d v i e w  W a t e r  O i s t r i c t  160. ! w e l l s  
1 7  G r e e n f i e l d  W a t e r  D i s t r i c t  1 2 5 0 .  .  . W e l l s  
1 8  G r e e n m e a d o w  P a r k  w a t e r  C o m p a n y .  .  .  .  350. !  i w e l l s  
1 9  H a r b o u r d  H i l l s  W a t e r  C o m p a n y  i n c .  .  .  900. . W e i l s  
I ?  ' " C  2 7 5 .  .  - w e l l s  
21 Hopewell Services inc 900 Wells 

I !  K e n s i n g t o n ^ P a r k * W a t e r ' c o m p a n y ? 1 ;  !  "  ^  !  ̂ E l b o w  C r e e k .  W e l t s  

26 M ' M b °  ® y i i f ® p ® " " w « W ' - ' c o m p a n y . '  !  . '  6 0 o !  !  ! w l ! ! l  (  , n f 1 , t r 8 t i o n  G a l l e r y )  
%% 2! r?° X! a9e ,7«. • -Wo'ls 
2 7  H M l e r t o n  V i l l a g e  ,  1 6 0 0  W e l l s  
« Sa^oodKnp,sat" D.iStr!"'. 
3 1  P i n e  P ? a T n s ' w a t e r  C o m p a n y . "  !  !  . '  !  ? o 6 o "  "  " w e M s " 9  R e 8 e r v 0 i r -  W e , l s  

3 2  P i n e w o o d  K n o l l s .  . . . . . .  ? 6 5  '  w l l i s  
3 9  o S a k S ^ f ^ F 0 ^ ? "  L , '  • i ° 0 0 0 ' -  ' •  • H u < ) s o n  R i v e r  3 9  Q u a k e r  H i l l  E s t a t e s  W a t e r  D i s t r i c t .  .  9 2 9 .  W e l l s  
3 5  R e d  H o o k  V i l l a g e  ! 2 0 0 0  w l l i s  
3 6  R e v e r e  P a r k  W a t e r  C o m p a n y  5 6 o "  " w e l l s  
3 8  ^ c k ? n o h a k m V ^ ^ 9 e -  *  "  "  9 2 0 0 . '  . "  ! H u d s o n  R i v e r  w o  KOCKI n g h a m  F a r o s  3000 u / n i i «  
3 9  R o k e b v j H o m e s ,  I n c  .  .  , 8 9  '  W e  s  
9 0  S c h r e T b e r  W a t e r  W o r k s  . n S ;  '  !  
4 1  S f i o r e h a v e n  C . V i c  A s s o c i a t i o n  3 0 0  W e l l s  

aS:E;:rg I iai.'.viffl'asa.s'am 
9 5  T a l l  T r e e s  '  2 5 0 "  '  " w l  r a  
9 7  T ! i n ? V ' i ! ? 1 V ' " t 0 r  0 l 8 t r i c t  7 0 0 . "  i  . W e i  I  s  
9 7  T i v o l i  V i l l a g e  7 , 3  u n i t *  
9 8  V a l l e y  D a l e  W a t e r  C o m p a n y  . 3 8 0  "  ' w e l l s  
9 9  W a p p i n g e r  P a r k  H o m e s .  .  .  .  .  . . . .  9 0 0  '  W e  s  
5 0  W a p p i n g e r s  F a l l s  V i l l a g e  5 3 0 0 .  !  ! w e l l s  
5 1  W i l l o w  L a k e  W a t e r  C o m p a n y  1 2 6  W e l l s  
5 2  W i n d e r m e r e  H i g h l a n d s .  .  . . . . . . .  3 7 5 . '  ;  . " w i l  l s  

Non-Municipal Community 
5 3  A n g e l s  T r a i l e r  P a r k .  . . . . . . . .  9 0  W e i l s  
5 9  A r b o r  A r m s  A p a r t m e n t s  5 0 '  '  W e l l s  
5 5  A r v a n s  M o b i l e  C o u r t  # 1 .  .  .  .  '  "  '  7 2 '  "  ' w s  !  
5 6  B a r d  C o l l e g e .  .  .  ma "  *  S T '  i  ? . .  „  
5 7  B e c k w i t h  T r a i l e r  P a r k . * . ' . " .  *6 "  W e Y ^ s  °  
5 8  B O B  M o b i l e  H o m e  P a r k  . ' . ' . ' 1 3 7 !  '  W e  I  
5 9  B i r c h w o o d  M o b i l e  H o m e  P a r k  9 2  W e l l s  
6 0  B r o o k s  M o b i l e  H o m e  P a r k .  .  .  ' 2 5 '  " w e l l s  
6 1  C a n n o n s  T r a i l e r  P a r k  " . ' . " . 1 6  '  W e  I s  
i f  G a " t o r l > u r y  G a r d e n  A p e r t m e n t s  600! !  . W e l l s  
6 3  C e d a r  H o l l o w  M o b i l e  H o m e  P a r k .  .  .  .  9 0  W e l l s  
6 9  C e d a r  L a n e  M o b i l e  H o m e  P a r k  # 2 .  .  .  .  p a '  w e l l s  
s i  C h a r l o t t e  G r o v e  M o b i l e  T r a i l e r  P a r k ,  . i i o !  '  W e l l s  
6 7  r h l M l f l  P « r k  H o m a  f o r  A d u , t » -  •  - 1 2 0 .  .  . W e l l s  
6 «  r Y l .  I  2  2 ® .  p 8 r t m e n t s  1 8 0 ° -  •  - W e l l s  
6 8  C l o v e  B r a n c h  A p a r t m e n t s .  . . .  i g  W p i  u  
6 9  C o l o n i a l  N a p l e s  T r a i l e r  P a r k  3 0  *  w e l l s  
7 0  C o o p e r  R o a d  T r a i l e r  P a r k .  .  .  i s  w o i i c  11 £ ° v e  V l e *  A p a r t m e n t s  !  !  !  . * 4 8  W e l l s  
7 2  D a y t o p  V i l l a g e  !  !  !  !  ! 7 o !  !  w l l 1 1  
7 3  D u t c h  G a r d e n  A p a r t m e n t s  9 5 0  W e l l s  
7 9  O u t c h e s s  T r a i l e r  P a r k  |  3 0 "  '  " w e  s  
7 5  E a s t  M o u n t a i n  T r a i l e r  P a r k  2 8  '  W e l l s  
I7 f!7*:sr Roosre,t 20S: : iw». Is 
7 7  E l l i o t t  A p a r t m e n t s  3 6  u » i i s  
7 8  E n n f s  M o b i l e  H o m e  P a r k  ' g p '  w a l l s  
7 9  F e l l e r  T r a i l e r  C o u r t  6 0  W e i l s  

a ?  F ! « h 2 ? ! Y e p A p 2 r i m e n t S  ' 5 0 -  •  - W e n s  
8 1  F i s h k i l l  P a r k  A p a r t m e n t s  2 9 0  u m i s  
8 2  F r a n t o n i  V i l l a s  .  5 0  '  W e  s  
8 3  C e r h a r d  P  S t o e t z e l  3 0 !  i  . ' w i l  ls  
8 9  G r e e n  H a v e n  C o r r e c t i o n a l  F a c i l i t y .  .  .  N A .  ! R e s e r v o i r  
8 5  G r e e n  M e a d o w  T r a  I  l e r  C o u r t .  .  .  T  .  .  . 9 9  w l n l  
8 6  G r e e r  S c h o o l .  .  .  i n n  u !  2  
8 8  H l l ! Y r n d " l o 8 y  P s i , c 6 | » T ' " ' C  C e n t e r !  !  ! l 2 0 o !  . '  ! S w a m p  R i v e r  
B 9  r a i l  £ S S M r e 2 t S  ' 0 0 .  .  . W e i l l  
5 A 5  8 n 5  M o b l | e  H o m e  P a r k  g 1  99  w e l l s  
9 0  H a v l  l a n d  M o b i l e  H o m e  P a r k  02 [ 2 9 !  . W e l l s  

10 NO COMMUNITY WATER SYSTEM 
Non-Municipal Community 
9 1  H i  V u .  .  .  ,  .  .  
9 2  H i c k o r y  H i l l  H o b i ! e * H o m e  P a r k . '  
9 3  H i d d e n  H o l l o w  A p a r t m e n t s .  .  .  
9 9  H i d d e n  V a l l e y  M o b i l e  C o u r t .  .  
9 5  H i g h  M e a d o w s  P a r k  I n c .  .  .  .  
9 6  H o f f m a n  T r a i l e r  P a r k  * .  
9 7  H u d s o n  R i v e r  P s y c h i a t r i c  C e n t e r  
9 8  H u d s o n  V i e w  W a t e r  w o r k s .  .  .  
9 9  H y d e  P a r k  M o b i l e  M a n o r  E s t a t e s .  

1 0 0  H y d e  P a r k  T e r r a c e  A p a r t m e n t s .  ,  
1 0 1  K e n t  H o l l o w  A p a r t m e n t s .  .  
1 0 2  K o m m e i  T r a i l e r  P a r k  
1 2 ?  * - a k e  E l l i s  M o b i l e  H o m e  P a r k .  .  
1 0 9  L a k e  L o d g e s  A p a r t m e n t s  
1 0 5  L a k e  W a l t o n  P a r k  
1 0 6  L a k e v i e w  M o b i l e  H o m e  P a r k .  .  
1 0 7  L a m p l i g h t  C o u r t  M o b i l e  E s t a t e s .  
1 0 8  L e d g e s  A p a r t m e n t s  
1 0 9  L i t t l e  F a l l s  T r a i l e r  P a r k .  .  .  
1 1 0  H  a n d  0  M o b i l e  H o m e  P a r k .  .  ,  
1 1 1  M a p l e  L a n e  T r a i l e r  P a r k .  .  .  . *  
1 1 2  M a y  L a n e  M o b i l e  P a r k  
1 1 3  M a y n a r d s  M o b i l e  M a n o r  
1 1 9  M c C a r t h a ' s  T r a i l e r  P a r k .  .  .  .  

• 1 1 5  M o b i l e  H o m e  G a r d e n s  
1 1 6  M o n t c l a l r  T o w n h o u s e  A p a r t m e n t s .  
1 1 7  M o u n t a i n  V i e w  M o b i l e  E s t a t e s .  .  
1 1 8  N o r t h e a s t e r n  C o n f e r e n c e  N u r s i n g  
1 1 9  N o r t h e r n  D u t c h e s s  M o b i l e  H o m e  P a  
1 2 0  O d e l l s  T r a i l e r  P a r k  
1 2 1  O s b o r n e  T r a i l e r  P a r k  " . '  
1 2 2  P a l m e r  A p a r t m e n t s  
1 2 3  P a r k w a y  A p a r t m e n t s  
] f 2  f 2 ^ r i < , 9 e  R ' 1 1  A p a r t m e n t s  .  ,  .  
1 2 5  P h  1  I  I  i p s  T r a  i  l e r  P p r k  
1 2 6  P i n e  G r o v e  M o b i l e  H o m e  P a r k .  .  .  
1 2 7  P o w e l l  R o a d  M o b i l e  P a r k .  .  .  .  
1 2 8  R a m s e y ' s  T r a i l e r  P a r k  
1 2 9  R e d  C h u r c h  T r a i l e r  P a r k .  .  .  .  !  
1 3 0  R h i n e b e c k  C o u n t r y  V i l l a g e .  .  !  !  
1 3 1  R h i n e b e c k  M o b i l e  C o u r t  
1 3 2  R o b e r t s  R u n n i n g  C r e e k  T r a i l e r  P a  
1 3 3  R o u t e  8 2  T r a i l e r  P a r k  
1 3 9  R o y a l  C r e s t  A p a r t m e n t s  "  
1 3 5  S a b o  T r a i l e r  P a r k  
1 3 6  S a i t h  M o b i l e  H o m e  P a r k  
1 3 7  S c e n i c  A p a r t m e n t s .  . . . . . .  
1 3 8  S c e n i c  V i e w  M o b i l e  H o m e  P 4 , r k ,  . *  
1 3 9  S h a d y  A c r e s  T r a i l e r  P a r k .  .  .  
1 9 0  S h a d y  H o m e s  T r a i l e r  P a r k .  . .  .  .  
1 9 1  S h a d y  L a n e  T r a i l e r  P a r k .  .  .  
1 9 2  S i m p s o n  M o b i l e  H o m e  S i t e .  ,  .  
1 9 3  S p r i n g h i I  I  M o b i l e  H o m e  P e r k .  
1 9 9  S u n s e t  F a r m s  M o b i l e  H o m e  P a r k  
1 9 5  S u n s e t  K n o l l s  .  .  .  .  !  
1 9 6  T a c o n i c  M o t o r  L o d g e .  . * . . ! ! !  
1 9 7  T a l l y  H o  M o b i l e  E s t a t e s .  .  .  .  !  
1 9 8  T a i  A p a r t m e n t s  
1 9 9  T h e  L o d g e  a t  R h i n e b e c k .  .  .  !  !  !  
1 5 0  U n i f i c a t i o n  T h e o l o g i c a l  C h u r c h !  
1 5 1  V a I  K i l l  P a r k  E a s t .  .  .  
1 5 2  V a l l e y  F o r g e  M o b i l e  H o m e  P a r k . ' . "  
1 5 3  V e n t u r e  L a k e  E s t a t e s  
1 5 9  V i l l a g e  C r e s t  A p a r t m e n t s .  .  .  .  
1 5 5  W a p p i n g e r s  F a l l s  T r a i l e r  P a r k .  .  
1 5 6  W a s s a i c  D e v e l o p m e n t a l  C e n t e r .  .  .  
1 5 7  W i l l o w  T r e e  P a r k  
1 5 8  W i n g d a l e  V i l l a g e  P a r k .  .  .  . . . "  
1 5 9  W o o d c r e s t  M a n o r  A d u l t  H o m e .  
1 6 0  W o o d f i e l d  A p a r t m e n t s  
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IBYERVUES ACKHCWIKDGEMEET worn 

Site Mane; Dover Landfill , 
Mo stac-H £rri 

Person Contacted; dr. Leo 

Title: Property Owner 

Affiliation: H/A 

Address: Mountain Road 
Wingdale, New York 12594 

Tvne of Contact: In person 

Interview Summary: 

Mr. Maatroobetti. indicated that the landfill began operation approximately 
1943-1945 and closed in 1983, although tires, trash, and metal are still 
exposed. The landfill was originally for Wingdale Village only, and was more 
recently operated by the Town of Dover receiving residential trash and garbage. 
The Town of Dover is presently hauling to Amenia. The operation schedule of 
the landfill included receiving wastes daily until recently when the landfill Q 

was closed (Monday and Wednesday). The landfill is approximately i.e.zx.^0^'^ 
deep.  The Town of Dover filled in a depressed area of the site.  The area is " Z' * '  
approximately 5 acres. The closest residence to the landfill is at the 
entrance, approximately 100 feet away, while the closest commercial building is 
a lumber company. Access to the property is limited by a gate at the entrance 
road of the unfenced area. 

Acknowledgement: 

I have read the above transcript and I agree that it is an accurate summary of 
the information verbally conveyed to EA Science and Technology interviewers, or 
as I have revised below, is an accurate account. 

Revisions (please write in corrections to above transcript): 

I»D. Bumber: 314066 

Date: 16 January 1985 

Phone Bo.: 914-832-6146 

Persons Making Contact: 
McCleary/McConnell 

Signature: i£L Date; 



(47-15-11 (10/83) 
NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION 

DIVISION OF SOLID AND HAZARDOUS HASTE 
INACTIVE HAZARDOUS HASTE DISPOSAL SITE REPORT 

PRIORITY CODE: SITE CODE: 
RARE OF SITE: T>nyp*^_Tandfiii RE6I0N: I11 

STREET ADDRESS: fipasant Ridge Road — — 
TOWN/CITY: Town of Dover, Village Wingdale COUNTY: ^ Dutc 

NAME OF CURRENT OWNER OF SITE: Leo Mostaehetti 

ADDRESS OF CURRENT OWNER OF STTF: M»v1Thpln Road. Wingdale, Mew York 

TYPE OF SITE: OPEN DUMP STRUCTURE |£j| LAGOON 
LANDFILL Jxj TREATMENT POND 

ESTIMATED SIZE: 5 ACRES 

SITE DESCRIPTION: 

The Dover Landfill is an inactive landfill approximately 5 acres in size and 
is located on private property owned by Leo Mostaehetti. The site began 
operation about 19^3-^5 receiving residential waste from the Village of Wingdale. 
More recently the Town of Dover leased and operated the site. Most of the 
waste brought to the site was residential with a small fraction of commercial 
waste. The site was not permitted to receive industrial waste. The landfill 
is located on a ridge which is partially surrounded by marsh. An unapproved 
area of the marsh was used as a disposal area. Soils underlying the site are 
glacial sand and gravel deposits and Carlisle Muck. A permanent stream, Swamp 
River, runs through the marsh and is located about 300 feet northeast of the 
site. The nearest reported community well developed on the aquifer of concern 
is the Schreiber Water Works located Q.h2 miles to the north. The nearest 
residence is 900 feet to the southwest, and the nearest commercial building 
is an office building for a peat mining operation located about 1,500 feet to the 
the northwest. There are probably many unreported wells developed in the 
aquifer of concern. 

HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSED: CONFIRMED tJ SUSPECTED tj Unknown 

TYPE AND QUANTITY OF HAZARDOUS WASTES DISPOSED: (POUNDS DRUMS 
TYPE QUANTITY TONS,'GALLONS) 

Unknown Unknown 
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nm PERIOD SITE IMS USED FOR HAZARDOUS HASTE DISPOSAL: 

» 19 TO June » 19 83 
OWNER(S) DURING PERIOD OF USE: _ Leo Mostachetti 

SITE OPERATOR DURING PERIOD OF USE: Town of Dover 
ADDRESS OF SITE OPERATOR: Pleasant Ridge Road, Wingdale, Mew York 12591* 

ANALYTICAL DATA AVAILABLE: AIR Q SURFACE MATER f—'| GROUNDWATER |—j 

SOIL td SEDIMENT td NONE |T"| 

CONTRAVENTION OF STANDARDS: GROUNDWATER tj DRINKING WATER 

SURFACE WATER td AIR td 

SOIL TYPE* Glacial outwash sand and gravel deposits (Dover fine sandy loam) and 
Carlisle Muck. 

DEPTH TO GROUNDWATER TABLE: 
Dutchess County 

LEGAL ACTION: TYPE: Dept. of Health STATE M FEDERAL td 

STATUS: IN PROGRESS jfrj COMPLETED ltd 

REMEDIAL ACTION: PROPOSED td UNDER DESIGN td 

IN PROGRESS td COMPLETED fcj 

NATURE OF ACTION: 

ASSESSMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS: 

The potential for ground and surface water contamination exists, although waste character­
istics are unknown. The landfill has not been properly closed—there is waste protruding 
through the cover material, the quality of cover material used is not adequate, and part 
of the marsh surrounding the landfill was used as a disposal area. Leachate stains have 
heen observed at the perimeter of the landfill. Access to the site is not restricted. 

ASSESSMENT OF HEALTH PROBLEMS: 

No health problems are known to exist. The site is easily accessible to the 
public. 

PERSON(S) COMPLETING THIS FORM: 

for mm# NEW Yor,K STATE department °f health 

NAME EA Science and Technology NAME 

TITLE TITLE 

NAME NAME 

TITLE TITLE 

DATE: 18 July 1985 DATE: 
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